Zika Prompts Pleas for DDT © America and Immigration: a Mixed History 
The March 7, 2016 « $3.95 


www.TheNewAmerican.com THAT FREEDOM SHALL NOT PERISH 


for the People? 


Spread the ford 


ThE War.on the 
| 
i Snag) 
Rak 


Sk te 


UN Climate Summit: 

Shackling the Planet to “Save” It 
Governments and dictators from around 
the world have signed on to an agreement 
that purports to not only end climate 


On the Ground in the War on the West 
The federal government is making 
farming and ranching in the American 
West a very difficult proposition, 
employing arbitrary and very harsh 


Politicians” 


rules against landowners, and fining change, but world poverty. In reality, it 
and jailing them when they don’t comply. fo r th c Pe 0 i A e: wort better the environment, and it will 
(February 22, 2016, 48pp) TNA160222 make individuals less free and spread 


poverty. (January 4, 2016, 48pp) TNA160104 


Politicians for the People? 
Can Some Socialism Be a Good Thing? Donald Trump and Bernie Sanders are finding Ryan: Embracing His New Role 


Those who promote wealth redistribution success by touting anti-establishment themes. New Speaker of the House Paul Ryan has 
via government usually acknowledge Trump says his business acumen will create rarely ever displayed a fiscally sound or 
that communism (a type of socialism) is middle-class jobs, while Sanders claims he will constitutionally correct record, and now 
bad, but they claim soft socialism works wield government for the good of the little guy. But he has shown that with power came more 
wonders. We look at the claim. (February are their claims more than talk? (March 7, 2016, irresponsibility. (January 25, 2016, 48pp) 
8, 2016, 48pp) TNA160208 48pp) TNA160307 TNA160125 


QUANTITY TITLE/DESCRIPTION TOTAL PRICE 


| | On the Ground... Sho D BS. org Mail completed form to: 
f Can Some Socialism Be a... Mix or Match ; enn 
ne Q 1 copy $3.95 Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org 
| | Politicians... Qi 10 copies $15.00 Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
[UN Climate Summit | Gttcones" 
| | 100+ copies* 
| fryn Name 
| | ENTER MIX OR MATCH QUANTITIES AND SUBTOTAL | 
Address 


SUBTOTAL WI RESIDENTS ADD SHIPPING 


5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) City State 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. O Check QVISA 


LI Discover 
Order Subtotal ) Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping i Money Order QO MasterCard O American Express 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 


$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 .0. Make checks payable to: ShopyBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
Bo EX. 


*For rush orders and special rates for case lots of 100, 
call (800) 727-TRUE or go to ShopJBS.org. 
Signature 


ese 
qow "penny MUX INC. 2 


Af 
ruled ie ig 7. 
Se = nT; a 


ZIGNEGO READY MIX, INC. 


W226 N2940 DUPLAINVILLE ROAD 
WAUKESHA, WI 53186 


262-542-0333 * www.Zignego.com 


“FREE TRADE: 


It's Never Been About Trading 


International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the U.S. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and 
be quoting it often. (2015ed., 260pp, 1/$9.95; 


12-23/$7.50ea; 24-39/$5.50ea; 40+/$4.95ea) 


BKIMFE15 
QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE S —— > 
Shop BS Org = Mail completed form to: [)z5=[m) 
ShopJBS © P.0. BOX 8040 5 
‘ APPLETON, WI 54912 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org : oo} 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD —_‘SHIPPING/HANDLING : : 
SUBTOTAL TTSALES TAX. (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL city nial P 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. Q) Check OVISA LU Discover ee 2 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping (1 Money Order (MasterCard LU) American Express ISAO Anecan Bes 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 ct aude 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call 160307 


Signature 


Leal — 


ql BEEEEWE EWCGEEE 


Vol. 32, No. 5 March 7, 2016 


POLITICS 

Dump Trump, or Promote Him? 

by Charles Scaliger — Donald Trump showed in the New 
Hampshire primary that his candidacy has possibilities, but based 
on his words and actions, should he be the Republicans’ man? 


Hello Socialism, or Bye-bye Bernie? 

by Charles Scaliger — Though presently not the preferred choice 
of leading Democrats, Bernie Sanders appeals to radical leftists — 
despite simply repackaging typical Democratic dogma. 


WORLD 
Zika Prompts Pleas for DDT 


by Rebecca Terrell — As yet another mosquito-borne ailment — the 
Zika virus — rages across the globe, even this time including North 
America, calls for DDT are surfacing and being ignored by the UN. 


BOOK REVIEW 


The Last Days of “Cuckservatism” 

by Patrick Krey — Young, computer savvy right-wingers have 
dubbed Republicans who espouse generally liberal views 
“cuckservatives” — enemies of conservatism and dupes of the Left. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


America and Immigration: 

a Mixed History With Lessons for Today 

by Steve Byas — Almost since America’s founding, immigration has 
raised controversy. Though it has largely proven to be beneficial, 
there are real, legitimate concerns — especially now. 
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FROM THE EDITOR 


The Anti-establishment Candidates? 


“The people of this country know from 
bitter experience that we are not going 
to get these changes merely by shifting 
around the same group of insiders.... The 
insiders have had their chance and they 
have not delivered.” 

Which anti-establishment candidate 
running for president of the United States 
uttered the above words? Was it Donald 
Trump? Or Ted Cruz? Or Bernie Sanders? 

Actually, those words were not spoken 
by any of this year’s presidential can- 
didates, but by a candidate running for 
president in 1976 — Jimmy Carter. 

When Carter threw his hat into the ring 
of presidential politics, he was largely un- 
known outside his home state of Geor- 
gia, where he had been governor. “Jimmy 
who?” people asked. Yet his campaign 
resonated with voters fed up with the po- 
litical establishment dominating Wash- 
ington politics, and the political outsider 
made it all the way to the White House, 
at which point, many expected, he would 
turn the insiders out. 

But did he? A few weeks prior to the 
November election, top Carter advisor 
and strategist Hamilton Jordan averred: 
“Tf, after the inauguration, you find a Cy 
Vance as Secretary of State and Zbigniew 
Brzezinski as head of National Security, 
then I would say we failed. And I’d quit. 
You’re going to see new faces and new 
ideas.” Yet President Carter chose Vance 
for secretary of state and Brzezinski for 
head of National Security — both mem- 
bers of the Council on Foreign Relations, 
the establishment powerhouse whose 
members have sat at the pinnacles of 
power in both Republican and Democrat 
administrations. And Jordan, who be- 
came chief of staff in the Carter White 
House, did not quit. 

And so it has been over the years, as both 
Republican and Democrat presidents who 
had promised “new faces and new ideas” 
on the campaign trail 
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instead perpetuate and even build upon the 
basic policies of their predecessors, from 
intervening abroad to fueling Big Govern- 
ment at home. This includes the current 
occupant of the White House, who prom- 
ised “change we can believe in.” 

How about this year’s presidential 
race? As of this writing, two candidates 
in particular have surprised the pundits 
by the extent to which their campaigns 
have gotten traction. Both candidates — 
Republican Donald Trump and Democrat 
Bernie Sanders — are anti-establishment, 
or at least are perceived as such. On the 
other hand, establishment candidates 
such as Democrat Hillary Clinton and Re- 
publican Jeb Bush are not doing as well 
as once expected. Clinton, who was once 
presumed to be the next Democrat nomi- 
nee for president, now has a race on her 
hands. And it does not appear that Bush’s 
campaign is going to go anywhere, de- 
spite his connections. 

Suppose either Trump or Sanders were 
to become president. Would either truly 
turn the political establishment on its 
head and deliver “change”? If yes, what 
kind of “change” would it be? Would it be 
“change we can believe in”? Or change 
even worse than the status quo? 

In the two cover-story articles on 
Trump and Sanders, Charles Scaliger 
takes a hard look at both candidates. 
Sanders has a voting record in the Senate 
that sheds much light on his positions (as 
opposed to mere rhetoric). Trump does 
not have a voting record, but he does 
have a resumé. Scaliger surveys the pub- 
licly available information and lets the 
chips fall where they may. 

— GARY BENOIT 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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The Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates 

The Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates provides proven guidelines for 
proper and legitimate resistance to tyranny, without a major upheaval 
in society. The doctrine teaches how to rein in lawless acts by govern- 
ment and restore justice in the nation. (2013, pb, 115pp, 1/$13.95ea; 
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International Merger 

John Birch Society CEO Arthur R. Thompson explores the true agenda behind 
the free trade agreements, pacts, and partnerships being considered by the 
U.S. Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and be quoting it often. 
Now includes new addendum. (2015ed., 260pp, 1/$9.95; 12-23/$7.50ea; 
24-39/$5.50ea; 40+/$4.95ea) BKIMFE15 
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World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the 
history of the World Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. 
Congress and beyond, as well as exposing proponents of world government 
using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, 1/$16.95; 5-9/$14.95ea; 
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UN Pushes Homosexual Agenda With Postal Stamps 


Defying United Nations member governments from around the 
world, the UN decided to promote homosexuality, same-sex 
parenting, transgenderism, and other controversial agendas on a 
series of commemorative postage stamps released in early Feb- 
tuary. It is the next step in the UN’s divisive “Free and Equal” 
campaign, which claims to have reached a billion people with its 
propaganda so far. 

The divisive postal stamps, which drew outrage and swift con- 
demnation from around the world, feature homosexuals hugging 
and kissing, carrying children, coming out of the closet, and more. 
One stamp includes an image of a “human butterfly,” reportedly 
representing people confused about their biological sex, often re- 
ferred to as transsexuals or transgenders. The stamps also include 
the homosexual UN slogan “Free and Equal” in various languages. 
“United Nations for LGBT Equality,” the stamps read in various 
languages, commemorating the UN’s ongoing global push to cele- 
brate homosexuality and gender confusion. UN Assistant Secretary- 
General Stephen Cutts explained: “We need to change attitudes.” 

The UN agency responsible for the controversial stamps is 
known as the UN Postal Administration (UNPA). The campaign 
to glorify and promote homosexuality under the guise of “equal- 
ity,” meanwhile, is being led by the UN Office of the High Com- 
missioner for Human Rights, which regularly claims that the 
UN’s perverse view of “human rights” demands everything from 
censorship to gun control. 

The art deco-style graphics on the stamps were designed by UN 
artist Sergio Baradat, a controversial homosexual activist of Cuban 


descent who was reportedly the brainchild behind the LGBT 
stamps. “We live in a world where even though [some Western] 
nations have embraced marriage equality and LBGT equality, we 
still have a far, far, far way to go, but we are making some strides,” 
he was quoted as saying in a UN press release, lamenting that there 
were “some countries” where homosexuals are “not celebrated or 
respected.” “And I thought that it would be a wonderful opportu- 
nity using art, to use postage stamps as a vehicle — using art to 
change hearts and minds.” 


Agreement to Zink Oil Production Fades, Along With Crude Prices 


Following a brief meeting of oil ministers from Russia, Saudi 
Arabia, Qatar, and Venezuela on February 16, the Russian Min- 
istry of Energy stated that the four countries “are ready to freeze 
oil production at January levels if other producers join this initia- 
tive.” The announcement caused stocks and the prices of crude 
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oil to jump for joy. Dow futures were up 250 points and NYMEX 
crude jumped two dollars a barrel. 

Reality set in shortly thereafter. If prices of crude are to see any 
sort of permanent rise, what the market needs is a cut in produc- 
tion, not a continuation of production at record levels. Second, 
any agreement is contingent upon getting all the other OPEC car- 
tel’s members to get in line. Neither Iraq nor Iran is likely to go 
along. Iraq has been merrily pumping for all it’s worth, ignoring 
any agreement it might have made in the past to stay loyal to the 
cartel. And Iran has pointedly said that it will have no part of any 
agreement until its own production is back to pre-sanction levels. 

With the recognition that the agreement to freeze was just more 
jawboning rather than substance, the stock and oil markets turned 
south in later trading on the same day. The market is already being 
oversupplied by an estimated two million barrels every day, accord- 
ing to the International Energy Agency (IEA), and with new pro- 
duction coming to market from Iran, the glut will become a flood. 

If the proposed agreement means anything, it means that low 
crude prices are taking an enormous financial toll on the Middle 
East producers, as well as Venezuela. They have been forced to cut 
welfare-state spending, increase their deficits (to be funded either 
by borrowing, as in Saudi Arabia, or by printing money, as in Ven- 
ezuela), and institute highly unpopular austerity measures. 


INSIDE TRACK 


U.S. Science Teachers Disregard Unproven Global- -warming Theory 


Much to the dismay of the global-warming lobby, a recent survey 
of 1,500 public middle-school and high-school science teachers 
from all 50 states revealed that only 30 percent of middle-school 
and 45 percent of high-school teachers think that global warm- 
ing is caused mostly by human activities. The study showed that 
about 15 percent believe climate change is “mostly driven by 
natural causes,” while another 15 percent think “human and natu- 
ral causes are equally important.” 

The study was conducted by Penn State and the National Cen- 
ter for Science Education and was reported in the February 12, 
2016 issue of Science, a journal published by the American As- 
sociation for the Advancement of Science (AAAS). 

The articles in both Science and other publications reporting 
on the study, including International Business Times, Pacific 
Standard, the Huffington Post, the Washington Post, the Ottawa 
Sun, and Slate, were quick to condemn the teachers surveyed. 
The publications asserted that the teachers “disseminate incor- 
rect information,” have “an insufficient grasp of the science of 
climate change,” and are “conveying messages that are contradic- 
tory,” and that “their insufficient grasp of the science may hinder 
effective teaching.” 

The report in Science stated: “The combination of limited 
training and uncertainty about the scientific consensus affects 
teachers’ acceptance of anthropogenic [human-caused] climate 
change.” 

Not one of the reports we read considered that perhaps the 


reason that many teachers do not accept anthropogenic climate 
change is because neither do many scientists. For example, in 
an interview with THE NEW AMERICAN after his presentation de- 
bunking “ocean acidification” hysteria at the Heartland Institute’s 
“Day of Examining the Data” summit conference in December 
(held to offer an alternative voice to the UN climate conference 
in Paris known as COP-21), Greenpeace co-founder Dr. Patrick 
Moore said that the real agenda behind the UN climate summit 
and those pushing the “global warming” apocalyptic scenario is 
not just about “climate,” it is about “the destruction of modern 
civilization.” 


Health Insurers Going Broke, Thanks to ObamaCare 


The results for 2015 are in. The losses health insurers experienced 
following the rollout of the so-called Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act (ACA, otherwise known as ObamaCare) in 
2014 got even worse, according to a February 10 Wall Street 
Journal article. Seventy percent of insurers lost money on indi- 
vidual health plans, according to McKinsey and Company, the 
global management consulting firm. And it isn’t likely to improve 
any in 2016. 

On February 10, Humana Inc. reported that the massive losses 
on its individual plans reported in 2014 worsened last year and 
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that it is already booking $176 million in losses for 2016. Blue 
Cross and Blue Shield insurers across the country paid out $20.7 
billion in claims in the first three quarters of 2015 but only re- 
ceived $20.4 billion in individual plan premiums. 

Humana went on to say that losses were so severe that it’s con- 
sidering withdrawing from ObamaCare altogether. UnitedHealth 
Group suffered losses of $475 million in 2015 and is projecting 
losses of at least another $245 million in 2016. Consequently, it 
too is considering exiting the ObamaCare black hole. 

Aetna lost money in 2015, as did Anthem Inc. Losses among 
the cooperative insurers that formed in the wake of ObamaCare 
have forced many of them to close their doors, even after receiv- 
ing millions in relief from the Treasury. 

The insurers, in explaining the losses, said they didn’t charge 
enough in premiums, they underestimated the losses they ex- 
pected, and they did not take into account the “gaming” of the 
system by customers who waited until they needed coverage be- 
fore buying it. 

What ObamaCare has done is destroy the health insurance in- 
dustry. It’s death is taking place on the installment plan. Picture 
Fred Consumer who, upon returning home from work one night, 
discovers that his house is on fire. The first thing Fred does is call 
his insurance agent to buy fire insurance coverage, and then he calls 
the fire department. It works the same with health insurance. Ml 


QUICKQUOTES 


Will the GOP’s Senate Leader Hold Fast This Time? 

“The American people should have a voice in the selection of their 
next Supreme Court justice. Therefore, this vacancy should not be 
filled until we have a new president.” 

The Senate majority leader’s history of caving in and allowing mea- 
sures favored by liberal Democrats to gain approval makes conser- 
vatives nervous. So it is understandable that many are questioning 
whether Mitch McConnell will remain unwilling to permit any Mitch 
Obama nominee to receive possible approval in the Senate. | McConnell 
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Continued Scrutiny of Clinton E-mails Revives Concerns 

“If she is indicted, we’re not talking about speeding tickets. We’re not talking about taking the mat- 
tress tags off the mattress.” 

Conservative talk-show host Hugh Hewitt considers the FBI’s ongoing probe into possible felonious 
misuse of an unsecured e-mail server by then-Secretary of State Hillary Clinton to be a serious crime. 


Marine Commandant Accepts Possible Draft for Women 

“Every American who’s physically qualified should register for the draft.” 

At a Senate hearing, Marine General Robert Neller saw no difficulty in having women drafted should 
there be a need for more troops. Army Chief of Staff General Mark Milley agreed. 


United Nations Peacekeepers Accused of Sex Crimes 

“In a country where armed groups routinely prey on civilians, peace- 
keepers should be protectors, not predators.” 

Forces of the United Nations are facing charges that they sexual- 
ly abused eight women and girls in the Central African Republic. 
Human Rights Watch researcher Hillary Margolis expressed out- 
rage at the findings in her group’s report. 


Gas Prices Have Plummeted so He Wants to Raise Gas Tax 
“Now’s the time to do it. But we ought to do it in a thoughtful way.” 
Senate Minority Whip Dick Durbin (D-JI.) is a consistent promoter 
of taxing and spending. 
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Former Secretary of State Urges Women to Support Hillary Clinton 

“There’s a special place in hell for women who don’t help each other.” 

At a campaign event in New Hampshire, Madeleine Albright suggested that gender is a compel- 
ling reason for supporting a candidate. She later said that her remark was ill-timed, but she didn’t 
apologize for saying it. 


Should Presidential Candidates Be Blamed for Stock Market Woes? 

“The rise of outsider presidential candidates Donald Trump and Bernie Sanders is more than a fas- 
cinating political story. Their ascendancy could be one more reason why stock markets are under 
pressure and could remain so for a while.” 

Stock market scrutinizer John Kimelman isn’t alone in blaming 
the controversial pair of candidates for plummeting stock prices. 
Once again, unsustainable federal indebtedness gets a pass. 


Joint Chiefs Chairman Ignores 

Congressional Declaration of War 

“It’s fair to say we’re looking to take decisive military action 

against ISIL in conjunction with the political process. The presi- 

dent has made clear that we have the authority to use military 

force.” 

General Joseph Dunford obviously abides by Obama doctrine, 

not the required congressional declaration before going to war. @ 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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or Promote Him? 


AP Images 


Donald Trump showed in the New Hampshire primary that his candidacy has 
possibilities, but based on his words and actions, should he be the Republicans’ man? 


by Charles Scaliger 


oman military leader and co- 
dictator with Julius Caesar, Mar- 


cus Licinius Crassus gave us the 
word “crass” (which in Latin means 
“thick,” “broad,” or “fat”). Crassus was 
the wealthiest man in Rome; it was his 


predatory ambition that, in combination 
with Caesar’s military genius, helped to 
overthrow the Roman Republic and bring 
about the rise of the empire. For those of 
us fortunate not to live in the time of the 
Caesars, Crassus’ career is an object les- 
son of the perils of conferring the scepter 
of political power upon those who have 


enriched themselves by exploiting the 
machinery of the state. 

Right now, all eyes are on the cam- 
paign of outspoken billionaire real estate 
mogul and entertainer Donald Trump. 
The popular appeal of “the Donald” is 
understandable: He is unafraid to taunt 
the mainstream media or say outrageous 
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things about Rosie O’Donnell and other 
perennial objects of right-wing scorn. He 
also has spoken strongly against policies 
of the last Republican president, charging, 
for instance, that the Bush administra- 
tion’s claim that Iraq possessed weapons 
of mass destruction prior to our invasion 
was a lie. In this and other ways, he has 
firmly positioned himself as an anti-estab- 
lishment candidate. But his crassness is 
also undeniable. Trump is as foul-mouthed 
and venal a figure as has ever defaced the 
American body politic, as even a quick 
YouTube search will disclose. He has not 
shied away from dropping the “f-bomb” 
and other, even fouler epithets in public 
addresses, and has boasted in his own 
writings of his womanizing and libertine 
lifestyle. He has made much of his fortune 
selling vice — gambling and exotic danc- 
ing in particular — in his casinos. 
Leaving aside matters of 
character and conduct, Donald 
Trump’s conservative creden- 
tials are, as we shall show, a 
mixed bag, regardless of what 
his fan base now believes. A 
President Donald Trump, for 
all the bluster and outrageous 
conduct, would probably be 
little different in substance than 
many of the GOP establishment 
politicos he rails against. 


On the Way Up 

Donald John Trump was born 
in 1946 in New York City to 
multimillionaire real estate 
mogul Fred Trump. His father, 
using the resources of a com- 
pany he founded with his moth- 
er (Donald Trump’s paternal 
grandmother, Elizabeth), made 
hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars building apartment build- 
ings, houses, and supermarkets 
all over New York City, taking 
advantage of the postwar eco- 
nomic boom and a growing new 
American middle class hungry 
for home ownership. 

Donald went to college at 
Fordham University for two 
years before transferring to the 
University of Pennsylvania’s 
Wharton School of Business, 
which offered one of the few 
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He has not shied away from dropping the “f-bomb” 
and other, even fouler epithets in public addresses, 
and has boasted in his own writings of his 
womanizing and libertine lifestyle. 


programs in real estate studies. Young 
Donald Trump was determined to follow 
his father into real estate; he worked at 
his father’s company, Elizabeth Trump & 
Son, during college, and was already quite 
a wealthy man by the time he graduated, 
having amassed the equivalent of more 
than a million dollars in today’s money. 
After college, Trump at first continued 
at his father’s company, helping to build 
or revitalize middle-class urban rental 
properties. In 1971, however, Trump — 
whose tastes ran to more flamboyant ex- 
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Tower of power: The Trump International Hotel and Tower in Chicago, 
completed in 2009, is the fourth-tallest building in the Western 
Hemisphere. Upon completion it replaced Chicago’s John Hancock 
Center as the tallest residential building in the world, but lost the 
record months later with the completion of Dubai’s Burj Khalifa. 


tremes than his buttoned-down, old-school 
father — moved to Manhattan to embark 
on his long career of building extravagant 
skyscrapers. Hotels, office buildings, and 
glitzy apartment towers were (and re- 
main) his chief stock-in-trade, but by the 
early 80s, he had also become interested 
in the potential of casinos for their suppos- 
edly constant and inexhaustible revenue 
streams. He purchased casinos and hotels 
in America’s two gambling meccas, Atlan- 
tic City and Las Vegas, and — despite con- 
siderable setbacks in these investments (his 
Taj Mahal Casino, acquired in 
1988, was bankrupt within two 
years, and the restructuring of 
that and other debts run up from 
other ill-advised investments 
exhausted much of the fabled 
wealth Trump had acquired dur- 
ing the first two decades of his 
career) — he remains a major 
figure in the gambling industry. 

By the end of the ’90s, 
Trump’s financial fortunes, 
battered by years of setbacks, 
began to revive, and over the 
last 15 years, his real estate em- 
pire has prospered as never be- 
fore. In 2001, the Trump World 
Tower, a 72-story behemoth 
near the United Nations head- 
quarters, was completed, eclips- 
ing the 58-story Trump Tower 
on Fifth Avenue completed 
in 1983. Even more impres- 
sive is the Trump International 
Hotel and Tower, a 1,389-foot, 
98-story hotel and residential 
tower in Chicago which, when 
completed in 2009, became the 
fourth-tallest building in the 
Western Hemisphere. 

In addition to “real-estate 
mogul,” Donald Trump has 
worn many other hats, especial- 
ly in recent years, when he has 
become an entertainment fix- 
ture as a professional wrestling 
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“You’re fired!” A household name and media star long before running for president, Donald 
Trump poses on the set of The Celebrity Apprentice. 


impresario, a TV reality-show host for the 
wildly popular show The Apprentice (for 
which he received a star on Hollywood’s 
Walk of Fame), and an owner of beauty 
pageants such as Miss USA and Miss 
Universe. His knack for self-promotion 
is evident in publicity stunts such as his 
infamous shaving of fellow pro-wrestling 
impresario Vince McMahon’s head at 
Wrestlemania XXIII, and in his signature 
catchphrase, “You’re fired!” 

Donald Trump has been married three 
times. The first marriage, to Ivana née 
Zelnickova, lasted from 1977 until 1992 
and produced three children, Donald, 
Ivanka, and Eric. However, in 1990 Ivana 
found out that Trump was having an af- 
fair with an actress and former beauty 
queen, Marla Maples. After a series of 
public spats and confrontations that de- 
lighted the tabloid press, Ivana sought 
a divorce, which was finalized in 1992 
with Ivana receiving a generous portion 
of Trump’s assets. 


Trump married Maples in 1993 after 
having a daughter, Tiffany, with her, but 
they separated only four years later and 
were divorced in 1999. The fact that 
Trump dated model Kara Young during 
the mid-to-late °90s may have had some- 
thing to do with his separation and divorce 
from Maples. His current wife, Mela- 
nia née Knauss, a Slovenian model, met 
Trump in 1998 at a fashion show. The two 
were married in 2005 after a courtship of 
many years, and have one child together, 
a boy (Barron) born in 2006. 

Like all successful Americans, Donald 
Trump’s career was soon noticed by the 
government, and attempts to separate him 
from his gains, ill-gotten or otherwise, 
began when he was still a young man. In 
1973, the Justice Department accused Don- 
ald Trump and his father of discriminating 
against blacks in their rental practices in vi- 
olation of the 1968 Fair Housing Act. It was, 
in fact, the second such action undertaken 
by the Justice Department; the first, which 
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attacked a realtor and developer named 
Samuel J. LeFrak, who controlled around 
15,000 rental apartments in New York City, 
had been resolved quickly, in 1971, with 
LeFrak acquiescing to allowing black fami- 
lies to be moved into rental units. The New 
York Urban League, the advocacy group 
that had pushed the Justice Department to 
go after LeFrak, was not satisfied with the 
outcome, and urged the Department of Jus- 
tice to go after the Trumps. 

The Trumps turned out to be less pliant 
than LeFrak. Donald Trump told the New 
York Times — in his first appearance in the 
pages of that newspaper — that the charges 
were ridiculous, and vigorously denied any 
discrimination of any kind. Two months 
later, the Trumps sued the federal govern- 
ment for $100 million, and the legal battle 
lasted for two years. In 1975, the Trumps 
finally settled, with the resulting agreement 
imposing more severe conditions on them 
than on LeFrak, presumably as punishment 
for their intransigence. The Trumps agreed 
not only not to discriminate, but also, ac- 
cording to a triumphalist New York Times 
piece written at the time: 


Trump must give the New York Urban 
League a weekly list of all vacancies 
in Trump buildings here, and must 
also give the league’s Open Housing 
Center three days in which to provide 
qualified applicants for every fifth 
vacancy in those Trump buildings 
where blacks currently occupy fewer 
than 10 percent of the apartments.... 
Betty Hoeber, director of the Urban 
League’s Open Housing Center, said 
that the Trump agreement “looks 
very good” and appeared better than 
the agreement with LeFrak. The 
Open Housing Center’s allegations 
of discrimination had played a major 
role in prompting the Government to 
move against both companies. 


Donald Trump had been brought to heel 
by a familiar combination of race and 
poverty agitators and their allies in Wash- 
ington race-baiting for political gain. It 
was no doubt this two-year legal tussle 
that taught Trump the true cost of doing 
business in post-capitalist America. It 
may well have been the event that di- 
minished his enthusiasm for the tradi- 
tional Trump family business of building 
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middle-class rentals, and inspired him to 
look at corporate real estate and gambling 
casinos as areas of endeavor less likely 
to attract the attention of government 
scolds. Trump certainly learned the need 
to purchase political favors and access, 
regardless of party affiliation, and has — 
as Trump the Candidate has not been shy 
to admit — spent lavishly on politicians 
from both parties ever since. 


Views — Up, Down, and All Around 
What, then, are Trump’s beliefs and core 
principles and how, if at all, do they set 
him apart from the rest of the GOP field? 
Much has been made of Trump’s parti- 
san malleability; he was a Democrat until 
1987, a Republican from then until 1999, 
and a Reform Party member for two years, 
until 2001 — when he reverted to the 
Democratic Party for eight years — and 
has been in the Republican fold from 2009 
to the present. He was a support- 
er of Ronald Reagan, but con- 
siders Bill Clinton to have been 
a better president than either 
of the Bushes. He has donated 
heavily to both Republican and 
Democratic candidates, and 
has given as much as $250,000 
to the Clinton Foundation. He 
even suggested, in a 2008 blog 
post, that Hillary Clinton would 
make “a great president or vice- 
president.” 

Allowing for changing per- 
sonal opinions (Ronald Reagan, 
after all, began his political life 
as a Democrat) and given the ide- 
ological proximity of the respec- 
tive elites in both major parties, 
such tergiversation is not entirely 
surprising. The old canard about 
there not being a dime’s worth 
of difference between the GOP 
and Democrats may not apply at 
the grassroots, but it remains an 
accurate characterization of the 
“limousine liberals” among the 
Democrats vis-a-vis their close 
ideological kin, the “country 
club Republicans” and “RINOs” 
driving the GOP agenda. 

Trump’s own policy posi- 
tions in 2016 are often con- 
tradictory, with some aligning 
fairly close to genuine small- 
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government constitutionalists, and others 
cut from the same political cloth as those 
of the GOP establishment insiders he so 
freely castigates. 

Trump is unapologetically pro-Second 
Amendment, and gun rights are featured 
prominently on his campaign website. 
“The Second Amendment to our Consti- 
tution is clear,” says Trump’s policy posi- 
tion. “The right of the people to keep and 
bear Arms shall not be infringed upon. 
Period.” Those are, to be sure, reassur- 
ing sentiments after eight years of Obama 
— and in stark contrast to the bitter an- 
ti-gun rhetoric issuing from the Clinton 
campaign. Trump’s policy advocates re- 
quiring all states to honor one another’s 
concealed-carry permits, and inveighs 
against gun bans and magazine bans and 
limitations, and even identifies the Second 
Amendment as “America’s first freedom” 
since “the Right to Keep and Bear Arms 


a 


Proud parents: Donald Trump leaves the hospital in West Palm 
Beach with Marla Maples, his second wife, in 1993, carrying their 

newborn child, Tiffany. Donald Trump has been married three times, 
and has had children with all of his wives. 


protects all our other rights.” The Second 
Amendment, Trump reminds us, “doesn’t 
create that right — it ensures that the gov- 
ernment can’t take it away.” And he ob- 
serves, correctly, that no other country has 
a Second Amendment or anything like it. 

So far, so good. But although Trump’s 
views on this important issue, at least, 
align quite closely with the Constitution, 
they are not in perfect harmony. Trump 
does not oppose the system of national 
background checks for gun buyers in place 
since 1998 — he only laments that it does 
not work as efficiently as it should. He 
also implies that further measures should 
be taken to prevent the mentally ill from 
having access to firearms. 

These are both positions that align 
well with the GOP establishment main- 
stream. Never mind that federal back- 
ground checks constitute infringement, or 
that a mental health standard (whatever 
that might ultimately mean in 
the courts) would require mas- 
sive violations of privacy (and, 
quite probably, of the rights of 
many people incorrectly ruled 
“mentally ill”) — Trump, like 
most other GOP candidates, has 
no qualms about continuing the 
already suffocating regime of 
controls on the purchase, sale, 
and ownership of firearms, most 
of which was put in place dur- 
ing the Clinton administration. 

Trump’s other most forceful 
policy positions have to do with 
immigration. He has pledged 
to “fix” the illegal immigration 
problem by building a “big, 
beautiful wall” along our entire 
southern border, and to round up 
and deport the millions of ille- 
gals already here. Furthermore, 
he has proposed a moratorium 
on immigrants from Islamic 
countries such as Syria, citing 
the danger of terrorism. On a 
campaign website comparatively 
laconic as to positions, Trump’s 
position paper on immigration 
is well thought-out and detailed, 
and proposes to right many glar- 
ing wrongs in our broken im- 
migration system. Trump con- 
templates, among other things, 
defunding “sanctuary cities” 
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(something the Paul Ryan-led House has so 
far refused to do), ending birthright citizen- 
ship, enhancing penalties for overstaying 
visas, a requirement on employers to hire 
Americans first, and even a moratorium on 
the issuance of green cards. 

Further, he expects Mexico to pay for 
the wall he wants built to separate the 
United States and Mexico. Mexico, as he 
points out indignantly, has long had offi- 
cial policies supporting illegal emigration 
to the United States, and has taken advan- 
tage of American laxity in enforcing im- 
migration laws for decades, sending many 
of its poor (whom the bankrupt Mexican 
welfare state can no longer support) and 
its criminally inclined (whom the cor- 
rupt Mexican courts and law-enforcement 
system no longer care to deal with) to El 
Norte, where they become the burden of 
U.S. taxpayers. It is no secret that Mexi- 
co’s official disdain for the United States 
is rooted partly in its continuing resent- 
ment for the outcome of the Mexican 
War — and the desire on the part of many 
Mexicans to repopulate and eventually 
regain territory lost to the United States. 
Given the political realities, it is doubtful 
that anything short of an act of war (such 
as an embargo, the freezing of Mexican 
assets in the United States, or outright mil- 
itary action) could persuade the Mexican 
government to pay for a wall that would 
prevent it from being able to export its 
problems to Gringolandia. Trump’s pro- 
posal to build a wall and enhance border 
security may have some merit, but his plan 
to mulct the money out of the Mexicans is 
pie-in-the-sky demagoguery. 

On tax reform, “the Donald” has more 
good tidings for the majority of Ameri- 
cans and American corporations groan- 
ing under the yoke of heavy progressive 
income and corporate taxes. Trump wants 
to cut taxes and greatly simplify the 
tax code — such that individuals earn- 
ing $25,000 or less and couples earning 
$50,000 or less will pay no income tax 
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at all, and the top corporate tax rate will 
drop to 15 percent. As the plan itself says: 


When the income tax was first intro- 
duced, just one percent of Americans 
had to pay it. It was never intended as 
a tax most Americans would pay. The 
Trump plan eliminates the income 
tax for over 73 million households. 
42 million households that currently 
file complex forms to determine they 
don’t owe any income taxes will now 
file a one page form saving them 
time, stress, uncertainty and an aver- 
age of $110 in preparation costs. 


While it is true that only a very few ultra- 
wealthy had to pay the income tax when 
it was first enacted, it is disingenuous to 
claim that it was “never intended” to be a 
general tax. In point of fact, a “heavy pro- 


gressive income tax” has always been one 
of the central tenets of socialist dogma be- 
cause it is such a potent tool for wealth re- 
distribution. Of course, the onus has landed 
squarely on the middle class, not the rich; 
they have stayed one step ahead of the tax- 
man by devising loopholes not available to 
the hoi polloi that allow them to shield their 
wealth from the tax collector. To be sure, 
the Trump plan also pledges to close all 
such loopholes, and to restore sanity and 
simplicity to the tax code. 

There’s just one problem: Nowhere 
does Trump propose a workable way 
to implement cuts, for in order to enact 
meaningful tax reform, deep cuts in gov- 
ernment spending would be required. Yet 
the Trump plan requires us to believe that 
closing loopholes, offering incentives for 
repatriation of wealth held overseas, and 
an end to tax deferments on overseas earn- 
ings will fix America’s finances. 

Would that it were so simple. The in- 
come tax has grown in direct proportion to 
the federal government during most of the 
20th century and into the 21st, to its pres- 
ent mind-numbing contours. Merely cut- 
ting taxes without corresponding cuts in 
Big Government — which Ronald Reagan 
once tried — will cause deficits and debt 


Rolling the dice: Trump's Taj Mahal casino in Atlantic City was the subject of a messy corporate 
bankruptcy and reorganization plan that came to a head in 2015. Trump was prepared to shutter 
the casino over a dispute with unionized employees over corporate belt-tightening, but the casino 
was given a reprieve when a deal was reached with the help of Trump friend and fellow billionaire 
Carl Icahn. The Taj, with its slots, gaming tables, and strip club, remains open — for now. 
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to rise vertiginously, creating political 
pressure to raise taxes again in the future. 
Trump’s tax reform plan, as laid out, will 
doubtless bring welcome relief to ordinary 
Americans in the short run, but will soon 
have Democrats and Big Government 
types in general baying for a resumption 
of tax hikes to cover budget shortfalls, as 
happened in the ’90s, and the long-term 
outcome will leave Americans more heav- 
ily taxed and regulated than ever. 

In point of fact, Donald Trump’s posi- 
tion papers give little evidence that he has 
any interest in cutting the size of govern- 
ment at all. Even with his discussion of 
gun laws, his position, as we have already 
seen, favors enforcing existing laws, not 
eliminating any of them. His approach to 
tackling the immigration crisis involves 
the creation of new laws and regulations, 
not the elimination of unconstitutional 
federal government handouts to citizens 
and non-citizens alike that — among other 
things — incentivize illegal immigration. 

Candidate Trump’s other chief selling 
point is China’s unfair trade practices. 
China, according to Trump, is guilty of 
currency manipulation and other machi- 
nations to maintain an unfair advantage in 
trading with the United States. In particu- 
lar, Trump accuses China of various “bra- 
zen violation[s] of WTO and international 
tules” and of hiding behind a “Great Wall 
of Protectionism.” Trump promises to bring 
the recalcitrant Chinese to heel and force 
them to abide by the rules of the WTO, 
restoring a “system of truly free trade and 
floating exchange rates like a Trump ad- 
ministration would support.” 

But the WTO, or World Trade Organi- 
zation, is the biggest of Big Government 
programs. Inaugurated in 1995, the WTO 
was created by international socialist elites 
as the trade ministry of an eventual global 
government. Of all institutions of inter- 
national government, it is without doubt 
the most powerful, having already forced 
the United States on several occasions to 
change its laws and trade practices because 
of complaints about “unfair trade advantag- 
es” lodged by other nations in Europe and 
elsewhere — the very same sort of griev- 
ances Trump is airing against the Chinese. 
What Donald Trump therefore advocates is 
using the machinery of world government 
against China — and thereby strengthen- 
ing the WTO by precedent in future actions 
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to illegal immigration from Mexico and for his plan to build a border wall and deport millions of 
illegals. So far, however, their protests have done little to damage Trump’s presidential brand. 


it may take against the United States. The 
proper solution is to withdraw from the 
WTO, not empower it. But like most of the 
world’s wealthy who do business across 
international borders, Trump supports the 
WTO and the rest of the UN-centered in- 
ternational system — as long as it can be 
made to work for his advantage. 


China’s Sins 

In truth, what are China’s sins? “Currency 
manipulation,” or currency wars, only be- 
came possible for the first time when the 
governments of the world went off the 
gold standard in the 1930s. Prior to that 
time, international trade had always been 
reckoned in terms of gold and silver, of 
which the world’s currencies were merely 
convenient measurements. Any govern- 
ment that attempted to inflate its currency 
relative to its actual holdings of precious 
metals soon saw trade go elsewhere. That 
system needed no international arbiters, 
and provided a powerful check against 
the ability of governments to debase their 
currencies and impoverish their citizens. 
The moment that check disappeared, all 
governments began to manipulate their 
currency supplies, in part to disadvantage 
trade competitors, creating instant politi- 
cal pressure for a world trade and finan- 
cial authority to regulate trade and money 
supplies. The first iteration of this was 
created at the Bretton Woods Conference 
in 1944, which gave birth to the World 


Bank and the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF). The General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade (GATT), the predeces- 
sor to the WTO, first took effect in 1948. 
These three international organizations 
were tasked with regulating and control- 
ling international trade — and would be 
completely unnecessary were the world 
to return to a precious-metal standard. 
They were and remain capstone projects 
in the international socialist agenda, and 
are without doubt the most potent and 
successful module of the nascent world 
government. 

With trade and currency now falling 
under international, not national authority, 
tariffs have become a hiss and a byword, 
because they allegedly hinder “free trade.” 
What is meant by such doublespeak is that 
they are in reality an impediment to trade 
managed by the international authorities. 
The American Founding Fathers viewed 
tariffs as the least intrusive — and there- 
fore least objectionable — form of taxation 
because, as imposts on luxuries imported 
from abroad, they tended to fall dispropor- 
tionately on the rich, and left everyone else 
alone. They intended the operations of the 
federal government to be funded almost 
entirely by tariffs, thus obviating the need 
for direct federal taxation except perhaps 
in times of war or other national extremity. 

Until the inauguration of the permanent 
income tax in the early 20th century, tariffs 
paid for most of what the federal govern- 
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Rallying the faithful: Trump addresses a huge rally of supporters in Manchester, New 
Hampshire, before the New Hampshire primaries. The Donald won resoundingly in New 
Hampshire and leads in the polls nationally. 


ment did. When the permanent income tax 
and other federal excises such as corporate 
taxes were created, American elites began 
to disparage tariffs as impediments to free 
trade — when in reality, they were the fi- 
nancial glue that held the constitutional 
republic together. 

When Candidate Trump criticizes the 
Chinese for levying tariffs “unfairly,” 
what he is really criticizing is a robust ex- 
ercise of sovereignty upon which our own 
government once depended, and a return 
to which would be a necessary prelude to 
restoring limited constitutional govern- 
ment. But because Trump — like nearly 
every other Republican candidate — sup- 
ports the international trade and monetary 
order, the Chinese are instead held to ac- 
count for not kowtowing to the interna- 
tional system erected by globalist elites 
the way America is expected to do. 

That said, Donald Trump has gone on 
record opposing the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship (TPP), seeing it as too advantageous 
for Japan and China. But — as with his op- 
position to Chinese trade practices gener- 
ally — it is much more probable that his op- 
position is grounded not in principle but in 
a desire to “get a better deal” for the United 
States vis-a-vis everybody else; this is prag- 
matism, not principled leadership. 

In foreign policy generally, Trump ap- 
pears to hew to the favored neocon line of 
continued intervention in the Middle East. 
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On Meet the Press last August, Trump ex- 
pressed an interest in sending in ground 
troops to fight ISIS. He has also forcefully 
opposed Obama’s nuclear deal with Iran. 
And he favors bringing back waterboard- 
ing. Overall, though, his primary empha- 
sis in questions of foreign policy has been 
economic, not military. 


Characterizations Aplenty 

Across a wide range of social and moral 
issues, Donald Trump is difficult to char- 
acterize. He has come out as pro-life in 
this electoral campaign, while admitting 
— as he told interviewer Tim Russert in 
1999 — that he has been pro-choice in 
the past. Before the Iowa Caucus, a co- 
alition of pro-lifers urged Republicans 
to vote for “anyone but Donald Trump,” 
warning that he cannot be trusted to be 
a pro-life president. Central to their con- 
cerns is the power Trump would wield 
in nominating Supreme Court justices. 
Trump’s sister, Maryanne Trump Barry, a 
New Jersey judge whom Trump has said 
would make a “phenomenal” Supreme 
Court Justice, was part of a three-judge 
panel of the 3rd Circuit Federal Court of 
Appeals that struck down New Jersey’s 
partial-birth abortion ban in 2000. Bar- 
ry’s contention was that the New Jersey 
statute’s language was too vague and 
might be construed to ban all abortions. 
It is worth noting, however, that the de- 
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cision of the panel was unanimous, and 
that one of the other two judges — Judge 
Samuel A. Alito — has been on the Su- 
preme Court since 2006, thanks to Presi- 
dent Bush’s nomination. From the evi- 
dence, then, Donald Trump is somewhat 
pro-life — just like the rest of the GOP 
establishment — and can be expected to 
appoint Supreme Court justices who will 
be billed as conservatives but will prove 
otherwise when issues such as abortion 
come to the fore. 

With regard to healthcare, Trump op- 
poses ObamaCare — but only because he 
thinks some other government-sponsored 
healthcare system would be better. As re- 
cently as 2000, he was openly advocating 
universal healthcare, and more recently, 
has praised single-payer systems in both 
Scotland and Canada — while denying, 
when pressed, that he wants single-pay- 
er (i.e., fully socialized) healthcare for 
the United States. What he does want 
is a mystery — he has characterized it 
as a “private system without the artifi- 
cial lines around every state” — but he 
has so far offered no forceful promises 
to repeal ObamaCare along the lines of 
candidates such as Ted Cruz. As Trump 
told Newsmax in August 2015, he still 
wants healthcare for everybody — just 
not ObamaCare. 

The most vexing feature of Donald 
Trump is that so little is known about his 
positions on a wide range of significant 
issues, especially which (if any) govern- 
ment programs he would cut to make way 
for his promised tax cuts. Trump appears 
to view political leadership much as he 
does his business ventures — as a distillate 
of deal-making. The problem is Washing- 
ton already brims with expertise on cut- 
ting deals, which is why the ship of state 
has resolutely refused to change direction. 
But for our country to reverse direction, 
business as usual will not suffice. Given 
his resumé, there are grounds for skepti- 
cism that Donald Trump is the right man 
for the job. For as in the Roman Crassus’ 
time, there exists a class of ultra-wealthy, 
hereditary elites, who have been raised 
up with the craft and the will to wield the 
power of the state to enrich themselves, 
plutocrats whose primary concern is not 
the commonweal but wealth, power, and 
prestige. Such was Crassus; will Donald 
Trump be any different? Ml 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MARCH 7, 2016 


AP Images 


Though presently not the preferred choice of leading 
Democrats, Bernie Sanders appeals to radical leftists — 
despite simply repackaging typical Democratic dogma. 


by Charles Scaliger 


y now, the whole world knows 

» that maverick self-styled socialist 
a Senator Bernie Sanders won the 
New Hampshire primary by more than 
20 points over establishment darling Hil- 
lary Clinton. The white-haired leftist from 
Vermont, who has been a fixture on the 
radical Left circuit of Pete Seeger pro- 
test songs, Noam Chomsky, and Pacifica 
Radio for decades, was written off by the 
mainstream media commentariat when he 
first announced his campaign for presi- 
dent on April 30, 2015. A fire-breathing, 
superannuated socialist, the punditocracy 
reassured themselves, would have about 
as much electoral appeal as perennial gag 
candidate Vermin Supreme — good for a 
few belly laughs and perhaps a moment 
of serious contemplation of how corrupt 
and rigged the political system is, but not a 
character voters would perceive as serious 
presidential material. 
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How things have changed. 

In less than a year, Sanders has gone 
from a virtual unknown — except to fans 
of Democracy Now’s Amy Goodman — to 
a rock star-like éminence grise, especially 
among legions of younger and more ide- 
alistic voters within the Democratic Party. 
For the millions of Americans now “feel- 
ing the Bern,” Candidate Sanders, the 
political outsider, represents authentic 
change. Fiery and articulate, the energetic 
Sanders purports to be the candidate who 
will stand up against the Powers That Be 
on behalf of the little man. Unlike his 
rival Hillary Clinton, Sanders claims not 
to be beholden to big corporate interests, 
especially Wall Street, and to represent 
a radical new brand of thinking that will 
emancipate America from the clutches of 
corporate elites and political insiders. His 
policies, Sanders promises, will lead to 
a new era of prosperity. But as is typical 
with populist politicians, Sanders’ ideas 
and proposals have not been closely scruti- 


nized by many of his adoring fans. Behind 
Sanders’ avuncular charm and ideological 
honesty, the reality is that his proposals 
are little different from what Democrats 
and leftists generally have been trying to 
enact for decades. Sanders’ views — with 
a few notable exceptions — are in fact in 
near-perfect alignment with the priorities 
of the socialist-leaning establishment in 
both parties. Sanders’ chief virtue is being 
honest enough to call his program by its 
proper name. 


Radically Consistent 

No one can accuse Bernie Sanders of in- 
consistency. Throughout his decades in 
politics, he has always self-identified as 
a socialist and promoted with unswerv- 
ing devotion all of the pet projects of 
the American and international socialist 
Left. While still an undergraduate at the 
University of Chicago in the early 1960s, 
Bernie Sanders was already plugged in 
to the American radical Left, being a vo- 
ciferous member of the Young People’s 
Socialist League and an energetic agita- 
tor in opposition to racial discrimination. 
Nor did Bernie Sanders shy away from 
confrontation with legal authorities; as is 
now being reported in the press, he was 
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Polling nationally in the single digits to begin with, 
Sanders has surged to a virtual Statistical tie with 
Hillary Clinton, and in the two electoral tilts as of this 
writing — lowa and New Hampshire — has more than 


held his own. 


once arrested for demonstrating on behalf 
of racial equality. He was eventually con- 
victed of resisting arrest while demonstrat- 
ing against racial segregation in Chicago’s 
public schools, and fined $25. 

His early involvement in electoral poli- 
tics grew out of his involvement with the 
anti- Vietnam War movement. After nearly 
a decade with the fringe Liberty Union 
Party, Sanders decided to run for mayor of 
Burlington, the largest city in Vermont. He 
ran against a popular five-term incumbent 
Democrat, and to everyone’s shock, won 
the election by a 10-vote margin. Sanders 
got himself reelected three times, some- 


times defeating candidates endorsed by 
both major political parties. 

It was during his tenure as mayor of 
Burlington that Sanders began referring to 
himself openly and consistently as a so- 
cialist. In Burlington, a college town long 
renowned as one of America’s top “hippy” 
destinations, Sanders was able to build a 
career in politics. But his detractors in- 
sisted the quirky leftist Independent would 
not be electable in any higher office repre- 
senting a more mainstream demographic. 

Sanders proved the skeptics wrong 
again in 1990, when he was elected to 
the House of Representatives after a brief 


1981. At that point a little-known radical from the 60s, he quickly endeared himself to residents 
of the offbeat college town and was reelected handily several times. 
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break from politics spent teaching at Har- 
vard. In becoming the first Independent 
elected to the House in 40 years, and the 
first self-proclaimed socialist ever in Con- 
gress, Sanders once again successfully de- 
fied conventional wisdom. 

Even as a socialist, Sanders’ positions 
during his tenure in the House sometimes 
contradicted the expectations of the lib- 
eral Democrats with whom he usually 
caucused and voted. Coming from a state 
with some of the least onerous gun laws 
in the nation, Sanders was surprisingly 
pro-gun rights, voting against the Brady 
Bill mandating federal background checks 
and waiting periods for all gun purchases. 
In 2005, he voted in support of a bill that 
would shield gun manufacturers and sell- 
ers from liability if crimes were committed 
with weapons they made or sold. As late as 
2015, Sanders defended this vote, saying, 
“If somebody has a gun and it falls into the 
hands of a murderer and the murderer kills 
somebody with a gun, do you hold the gun 
manufacturer responsible? Not any more 
than you would hold a hammer company 
responsible if somebody beats somebody 
over the head with a hammer.” 

Sanders was a vocal critic of both the 
Persian Gulf War and the Iraq War, voting 
against congressional measures authoriz- 
ing use of military force in 1991 and 2002. 
He has also been a staunch opponent of 
the Patriot Act since its inception. 

In 2005, Sanders decided to run for 
the Senate for the first time. In theory, 
he retained his partisan independence, 
but in reality, he received strong endorse- 
ments from leading Democrats such as 
New York Senator Charles Schumer. This 
meant that, even though he was still tech- 
nically an Independent, the Democrats 
regarded him as a reliable enough ally not 
to bother trying to run a Democrat against 
him. As former Democratic Vermont gov- 
ernor and presidential candidate Howard 
Dean observed, Sanders “votes with the 
Democrats 98 percent of the time.” With 
the support of a veritable Who’s Who of 
leading Democrats, including Nevada 
Senator Harry Reid and then-Senator 
Barack Obama, Sanders agreed with the 
Democrats to be listed as a Democratic 
candidate in the primary, but not to ac- 
cept a formal Democratic nomination if 
he won. Win he did, defeating not only 
his primary opposition but his Republican 
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Sanders beat his Republican opponent by a large margin, and despite running as an Independent, 
was backed then and in future campaigns by many Democrats. 


opponent in the general election (by an im- 
pressive two-to-one margin). 

Sanders has never looked back. He 
won reelection in 2012 by an even heftier 
margin, and has consistently been ranked 
among the most popular senators in the 
United States. In the Green Mountain 
State, at least, Sanders was already a su- 
perstar. 

In the Senate, Sanders continued to 
demonstrate his political savvy, agreeing 
with the Democrats to vote with them ex- 
cept by special permission — in exchange 
for the accrual of seniority and leadership 
positions, including the chairmanship of 
the Senate Committee on Veteran’s A ffairs 
in 2013 and 2014 (when majority control 
of the Senate was wrested from the Demo- 
crats). In other words, Sanders has been 
for many years a Democrat in everything 
but name, but has used his feisty persona 
and the carefully cultivated illusion of par- 
tisan independence to build his fan base. 


Wavy Hair in the Ring 

He was encouraged by some on the far 
Left to run for president against Barack 
Obama in 2012, but he demurred. Seeds 
had obviously been planted, however, and 
by April 2015, Sanders was ready to make 
his move. To enormous popular acclaim, 
he announced his candidacy for the presi- 
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dency on the last day of April, pointedly 
emphasizing that he would not form a 
super PAC for funding but would instead 
rely on small donors. 

The popular touch worked like a charm. 
Within the first 24 hours of his announce- 
ment, he had raised $1.5 million, and by 
the end of 2015, when the race was in full 
swing, he had raised more than $73 mil- 
lion, the result of millions of small donors 
giving an average of just over $25. 

The Democratic Party, whose lead- 
ership had long since anointed Hillary 
Clinton for the presidency (and presum- 
ably quietly discouraged other promising 
would-be candidates, such as Vice Presi- 
dent Joe Biden and upstart Senator Eliza- 
beth Warren, from throwing their hats in 
the ring), was obviously annoyed by the 
Sanders candidacy. After all, his brand 
had always been that of an Independent, 
and the white-haired radical from Vermont 
was perceived as too old and too far left to 
have broad-based appeal. 

But Sanders continues to confound the 
experts. In November, he announced that 
he would be a Democrat thenceforth, and 
would run for all future offices as a Dem- 
ocrat. His populist approach made him 
wildly popular among idealistic youth, 
and his aura of incorruptible idealism 
contrasted sharply with the jaded prag- 
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matism and endless scandals associated 
with Hillary Clinton. 

Polling nationally in the single digits 
to begin with, Sanders has surged to a 
virtual statistical tie with Hillary Clin- 
ton, and in the two electoral tilts as of 
this writing — Iowa and New Hampshire 
— has more than held his own. In Iowa 
he essentially tied with Hillary Clinton, 
with only tenths of a percentage point 
separating the two candidates. In New 
Hampshire, Vermont’s next-door neigh- 
bor, Sanders won the primary by a huge 
margin in the popular vote (60 percent to 
38 percent) — far larger than polls had 
predicted — and Team Hillary is starting 
to panic, with a repeat of 2008 looking 
more and more likely. 

At the moment, Hillary Clinton is rely- 
ing on two secret weapons. For one thing, 
she has the support of the Democrats’ 
“super-delegates” locked in; in terms of 
actual delegates, Clinton already has an 
overwhelming lead nationwide, and even 
eked out at least a tie in New Hampshire 
by that metric. For another, she is count- 
ing on the support of blacks, among whom 
Bill Clinton remains very popular. 

But the wily Sanders is already courting 
the black vote, pointing out that he was 
active in the civil rights movement in the 
1960s and even went to jail for his pains. 
He has also rolled out a campaign ad fea- 
turing activist Erica Garner, the daughter 
of Eric Garner, the black man who died 
after a NYPD officer put him in a choke- 
hold, and has registered strong public 
sympathy for the “Black Lives Matter” 
movement. 

As for those super-delegates, they pose 
a tough but not insurmountable obstacle 
for Sanders. Should his campaign continue 
to gather momentum and popularity, and 
Clinton’s campaign founder, it is unlikely 
that they will continue to back a losing 
horse. Given the mood of the electorate in 
both parties, a Sanders nomination does not 
appear at all far-fetched to this writer. 

So leaving aside his offbeat charisma 
and socialist label, what does Candidate 
Bernie Sanders stand for? For the most part, 
what liberal Democrats have stood for for 
decades, but repackaged as outside-the-box 
thinking. In defending the concept of so- 
cialism, Sanders routinely invokes social- 
ist “success stories” such as Sweden and 
Denmark — which is precisely what lib- 
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Like nearly everyone on the Left, Sanders considers 
the growing wealth disparity to be a result of too 
much capitalism, but the truth is that it has been 
saused by too little — or, in other words, by too much 


socialism. 


eral Democrats have been doing for years. 
In the long debate over socialized medicine 
in the United States, socialist models such 
as Scandinavia, England, and Canada were 
invoked routinely by the Left. Sanders’ gift 
is to be rhetorically inventive while retail- 
ing the same arguments. 

As to policy specifics, Sanders’ posi- 
tions, per his campaign website, present 
the same canards that have cluttered Dem- 
ocratic platforms for generations. For ex- 
ample, Sanders, like all socialists, loves 
to talk about income inequality, observ- 
ing correctly that more and more wealth 
is concentrated in fewer and fewer hands, 
even as average wages for middle-income 
men and women continue to decline. This 
much is certainly true, but Sanders misdi- 
agnoses the cause, and consequently mis- 
prescribes the cure. 

Like nearly everyone on the Left, 


Sanders considers the growing wealth 
disparity to be a result of too much capi- 
talism, but the truth is that it has been 
caused by too little — or, in other words, 
by too much socialism. Socialism has 
the unavoidable side effect of creating 
a privileged class with special access 
to government regulators; by employ- 
ing lobbyists, the wealthy always ensure 
that new legislation contains loopholes 
exempting their businesses and assets 
from rules and costs imposed on ev- 
eryone else. Moreover, the wealthy are 
positioned to take special advantage of 
socialized finance, that is, the creation 
of money via the modern central bank- 
ing system first proposed in Karl Marx’s 
Communist Manifesto. Whenever the 
Federal Reserve “pumps” new money 
into the economy, it does so via the issu- 
ance of new debt, directly or indirectly; 


Mad as Hillary: Bernie Sanders debates Hillary Clinton on February 11. While the former 
First Lady continues to have a large fan base, Sanders has successfully appealed to younger 
Americans, who do not remember the Clintons’ heyday and are unimpressed with her radical 
feminist posturing, and to older Democrats and liberals fed up with the establishmentarian 
allegiances of party insiders such as Hillary Clinton. 
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those connected to banks and broker- 
ages enjoying the special ability to deal 
directly with the Fed (and other central 
banks) in such “open market operations” 
stand to make enormous profits every 
time the Fed decides to “inject new li- 
quidity.” The rest of us, of course, merely 
pay the price in higher prices and peri- 
odic economic busts. The more actively 
the Fed intervenes in the market, the 
wealthier the holders of huge portfolios 
of government bonds and other financial 
assets whose value is closely tied to such 
monetary activities will become. 


Spending Huge Sums 

Sanders, however, wants to resuscitate 
the economy and restore some semblance 
of economic equality by resorting to the 
same old failed policies of Democrats 
from FDR to the present: raising the min- 
imum wage, hiking taxes on the wealthy 
and large corporations, pouring taxpayer 
money into make-work projects that will 
allegedly resuscitate the jobs market, and 
breaking up large financial institutions 
deemed too monopolistic by the federal 
government. Added to that, Sanders ad- 
vocates requiring employers to provide 
“at least 12 weeks of paid family and 
medical leave; two weeks of paid vaca- 
tion; and 7 days of paid sick days.” He 
also intends to enact universal single- 
payer healthcare, a “universal childcare 
and pre-kindergarten program,” and free 
tuition at all public universities and col- 
leges. To save the Social Security sys- 
tem, Sanders wants to lift the “cap on 
taxable income” above $250,000 — in 
other words, to raise Social Security 
taxes massively. 

Sanders contemplates spending huge 
sums on his projects — $1 trillion over 
the next five years on his make-work pro- 
grams alone, for example. The minimum 
wage is to be more than doubled by 2020 
— from $7.25 to $15. 

Another of Sanders’ passionate con- 
cerns is climate change. “The debate is 
over,” thundered Senator Sanders not long 
ago, continuing: 


The vast majority of the scientific com- 
munity has spoken. Climate change is 
real, it is caused by human activity, 
and it is already causing devastating 
harm here in the United States, and to 
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In the streets: In the turbulent 60s, Bernie Sanders was a regular at anti-Vietnam War protests 
such as this one in D.C., as well as in demonstrations for racial equality. In one such rally for 
“racial justice” in Chicago, Sanders was arrested and fined. 


people all around the globe. So what 
are we going to do about it? We will 
act boldly to move our energy system 
away from fossil fuels, toward ener- 
gy efficiency and sustainable energy 
sources like wind, solar, and geother- 
mal because we have a moral respon- 
sibility to leave our kids a planet that 
is healthy and habitable. 


A President Bernie Sanders would con- 
tinue the radical environmental policies of 
Barack Obama, and then some. In a lav- 
ish position piece, he advocates banning 
“fossil fuels lobbyists” from working in 
the White House, ending “the huge sub- 
sidies that benefit fossil fuel companies 
(by “subsidies,” Sanders actually means 
“tax incentives,” as he makes clear a few 
lines further), and creating “a national en- 
vironmental and climate justice plan that 
recognizes the heightened public health 
risks faced by low-income and minority 
communities.” More ominously, the Sand- 
ers plan contemplates “Bring[ing] climate 
deniers to justice so we can aggressively 
tackle climate change.” If this sounds like 
some sort of government crackdown on 
anti-climate change thoughtcrime, be reas- 
sured that it is. Sanders plans to crack down 
on corporations, and perhaps others, who 
spend money on anti-climate change PR 
campaigns. Acording to his campaign web- 
site, Sanders is explicit in his intentions: 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


It is an embarrassment that Repub- 
lican politicians, with few excep- 
tions, refuse to even recognize the 
reality of climate change, let alone 
are prepared to do anything about 
it. The reality is that the fossil fuel 
industry is to blame for much of 
the climate change skepticism in 
America. Bernie recently called for 
the Department of Justice to investi- 
gate Exxon Mobil, which may have 
not only known about the dangers 
of climate change, but has spent 
millions of dollars to spread doubt 
about the causes and impacts of 
burning fossil fuels. 


On the burning topic of immigration, 
Sanders positions himself as the anti- 
Donald Trump, favoring a “swift and 
fair legislative roadmap to citizenship 
for the eleven million undocumented 
immigrants” and the dismantling of 
“inhumane deportation programs and 
detention centers.” Coyly calling ille- 
gal immigrants “undocumented people” 
and “aspiring Americans,” Sanders rec- 
ommends an immediate cessation of de- 
portation that would allow illegals who 
have lived in the United States for at 
least five years — roughly 85 percent 
of all illegals — to continue to live and 
work here while a Sanders administra- 
tion works to make their immigration 
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status permanent and legal. He would 
also parole illegals in detention and ex- 
tend all possible government benefits to 
“aspiring Americans” and their families. 
The result? Eleven million brand new 
Americans (Sanders’ number) — all of 
whom would, presumably, be slavish 
devotees of the Democratic Party ever 
after. 

Like all leftists, Bernie wants to tilt at 
the Wall Street windmill, picking up where 
Barack Obama left off with yet more regu- 
lation and control of the financial sector, 
including capping interest rates that credit 
cards charge customers and imposing a 
tax on “speculation” to help defray the 
cost of free college education. 

And instead of reducing American de- 
pendence on a failing Social Security pro- 
gram, Sanders wants to greatly expand it 
and many other welfare programs. 

As with the proverbial stopped clock, 
however, Sanders has, however unwit- 
tingly, been right on occasion. He has 
cosponsored legislation to audit the Fed- 
eral Reserve, an achievement touted on 
his campaign website. He also advocates 
getting out of international trade orga- 
nizations such as NAFTA and CAFTA, 
and PNTR (permanent normal trade rela- 
tions), because of the way they disadvan- 
tage American workers. He wants to get 
rid of “Constitution-free zones” within 
100 miles of the U.S.-Mexico border, 
where federal agents have essentially free 
rein to stop, interrogate, and search any- 
one they please under the guise of look- 
ing for illegal aliens. And like Obama, 
Sanders wants to close down Guanta- 
namo and scale back America’s military 
commitments overseas. 

Overall, however, a Sanders presidency 
would be yet another catastrophic blow to 
American liberty and economic well-be- 
ing. Sanders wants to pay for all his new 
programs via a bevy of new taxes and 
other impositions. His program is for still 
bigger and more intrusive government — 
which is precisely what socialism entails. 
Sanders is no American original: Most of 
his program points are reformulations of 
things leftists have hankered after since 
the New Deal. The chief difference be- 
tween Bernie Sanders and his ideological 
and partisan predecessors is that the Ver- 
mont socialist, if elected, may actually be 
able to achieve them. 


21 


AP Images 


ee 


Prompts Pleas for DDT 


As yet another mosquito-bome ailment — the Zika virus — rages across the globe, even this 
time including North America, calls for DDT are surfacing and being ignored by the UN. 


by Rebecca Terrell 


he World Health Organization 
TT (WHO) has sparked a global scare 

over a tropical virus outbreak that 
officials say is worse than last year’s Ebola 
epidemic, which killed 11,000 people in 
Africa. They predict the Zika virus could 
infect as many as four million people by 
the end of 2016. “Last year, the virus was 
detected in the Americas, where it is now 
spreading explosively,’ warned WHO Di- 
rector-General Margaret Chan in January. 
She told her executive board in Geneva 
that the “level of alarm is extremely high,” 
and on February | declared the outbreak a 
Public Health Emergency of International 
Concern. 

For decades, the disease mainly af- 
fected monkeys, deriving its name from 
the Zika forest of Uganda, where the virus 
was first discovered in 1947 in a rhesus 
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monkey. Eventually it spread to humans, 
but never before in great numbers. “Today 
the situation is dramatically different,” 
explains Chan, because in fewer than 10 
months Zika, first reported in Brazil in 
May, spread to more than 20 countries. 
Zika victims are typically asymptom- 
atic. One in five suffers a rash, conjuncti- 
vitis (pink eye), and/or flu-like symptoms 
of fever and joint pain. They normally re- 
cover within a week or two. So why all 
the panic? The virus is known to spread 
from a mother to her unborn child, and 
an alarming rise in birth defects and neu- 
rological disorders has accompanied the 
current outbreak. Chan said that WHO 
“strongly suspect[s]” a causal relationship 
between Zika virus and these problems, 
though a link has not been proven. 
Officials believe Zika may cause a con- 
dition in infants known as microcephaly, or 
an abnormally small head, which involves 


poor brain development and, according to 
the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention (CDC), is often accompanied by 
seizures, developmental delay, intellectual 
disability, vision and hearing difficulties, 
and other neurological problems. Life ex- 
pectancy is often drastically reduced. Of- 
ficials link some 4,000 cases in the Ameri- 
cas to the current outbreak. “The increased 
incidence of microcephaly is particularly 
alarming, as it places a heart-breaking bur- 
den on families and communities,” Chan 
said. “WHO is deeply concerned about 
this rapidly evolving situation.” 

Another principal concern is the pos- 
sible link between Zika and the sometimes 
fatal Guillain-Barré syndrome, in which 
a person’s immune system attacks his 
nerve cells. The results can range from a 
few weeks of muscle weakness to several 
months of paralysis or even death. The 
Brazil Ministry of Health reports a rise in 
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Microcephaly epidemic: Thousands of birth defects are occurring in areas where the Brazilian 
government adds mosquito larvicides to drinking water, though health officials suspect the 
insects rather than the insecticide. 


cases of this otherwise rare disorder since 
the Zika outbreak began. 

Various Central and South American 
countries are warning women to avoid 
pregnancy altogether until the threat is 
eradicated, and as Alex Newman reported 
for THE NEW AMERICAN, “The United Na- 
tions is exploiting hysteria over the Zika 
virus to wage war on babies, stepping up 
its efforts to legalize abortion across pro- 
life Latin American nations where the 
killing of unborn children mostly remains 
a serious crime.” Indeed, in a statement 
published on the UN Human Rights web- 
site, Commissioner Zeid Ra’ad al Hussein 
openly attacked Latin American defense 
of the unborn: “Laws and policies that re- 
strict [a woman’s] access to [reproductive 
health] services must be urgently reviewed 
in line with human rights obligations.” 
This sentiment has prompted a group of 
feminist organizations in Brazil, epicenter 
of the Zika outbreak, to petition the Su- 
preme Federal Court to legalize abortion 
in cases of “malformation of the fetus,” 
according to Catholic News Agency. Bra- 
zil’s bishops immediately countered with 
a statement that Zika provides “no justifi- 
cation whatsoever to promote abortion.” 

“In a sane world, it’s the virus that 
should be targeted for destruction, not a 
person infected by it,” reads a petition 
circulated by LifeSiteNews.com. “But in 
our insane world of today, that’s exactly 
what United Nations and other groups are 
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doing — going after the victim, instead of 
the disease.” 

Others say Zika is a scapegoat, used 
to conceal damage caused by pesticides 
widely used in Brazil. Researchers with 
the Red Universitaria de Ambiente y Salud 
(University Network of Environment and 
Health) (REDUAS) published a study on 
February 3, noting that in linking Zika 
to microcephaly, the Brazilian Ministry 
of Health ignores “that in the area where 
most sick persons live, a chemical larvi- 
cide producing malformations in mosqui- 
toes has been applied for 18 months, and 
that this poison (pyroproxyfen) is applied 
by the State on drinking water used by the 
affected population.” The Brazilian team 
of scientists reported that previous Zika 
epidemics elsewhere produced no birth 
defects, and that even during the present 
outbreak, “in other countries such as Co- 
lumbia there are no records of microceph- 
aly,” despite plenty of Zika cases. 

However, until the cause of the up- 
surge in neurological defects is known, 
some health experts are calling for can- 
cellation of the 2016 summer Olympic 
games in Brazil. “To host the Games at 
a site teeming with Zika, an outbreak the 
World Health Organization has labelled a 
“public health emergency of international 
concern,’ is quite simply irresponsible,” 
wrote doctors Art Caplan and Lee Igel in a 
Forbes op-ed. Caplan is head of the Divi- 
sion of Bioethics at New York University, 
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where Igel is associate professor. Refer- 
ring to Brazil’s recession, which Financial 
Times calls its worst economic downturn 
since the 1930s, Caplan and Igel point out 
that “Brazil is going broke even without 
paying for the Olympics. Where should 
its financial priority be in the middle of 
an epidemic?” 

Stateside, the CDC has issued a Level 2 
Alert, warning travelers to use “enhanced 
precautions” in Zika-outbreak countries. 
These amount to applying insect repel- 
lent and wearing long sleeves to prevent 
mosquito bites. The agency strongly rec- 
ommends that pregnant women postpone 
travel plans altogether. 

Unfortunately, Zika had already ar- 
rived on U.S. soil by late January, when 
two travelers brought the virus back to 
California with them from the Dominican 
Republic, prompting the CDC to warn that 
imported cases could spread the virus do- 
mestically. By the first week of February, 
the number of U.S. cases rose to 38. Hard- 
est hit is Florida, where Governor Rick 
Scott has declared states of emergency in 
county after county as cases emerged. All 
US. incidents are travel related, but one 
individual in Texas acquired the infection 
through sexual contact with a person who 
had been to Venezuela, making it the first 
domestically transmitted case. 

CDC reacted with new precautions on 
February 5, warning pregnant women 
about Zika’s sexual transmission risk. The 
agency had already discovered this poten- 
tial from a 2008 case in Colorado, where 
a man apparently spread the virus to his 
wife after becoming infected in Senegal. 
The report came to light only after the 
Texas incident, when CDC also issued a 
warning of transmission risk from blood 
transfusion. 


Aedes Aegypti 

However, Zika spreads most commonly by 
vector — in this case, a species of mosquito 
found in 23 states, according to the Univer- 
sity of Florida agricultural extension insti- 
tute (IFAS). Known as the “yellow fever 
mosquito,” Aedes aegypti is especially 
prevalent in the southeast and particularly 
good at spreading disease. “During the 
Spanish-American War [1898], U.S. troops 
suffered more casualties from yellow fever 
transmitted by Ae. aegypti than from enemy 
fire,” IFAS relates. The disease earned the 
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So why the refusal to use DDT now, in the face of a 
“public health emergency of international concern”? 
Robert Zurbin dubs it snobbish genocide. 


title “Scourge of the South” because it 
blindsided so many areas in the southeast- 
ern United States during the 1800s, wiping 
out 10 to 20 percent of their populations 
within two or three months. 

Today, most of this species is found in 
urban areas along the Gulf Coast, but re- 
cent research reveals that Aedes aegypti is 
gaining ground. Science Daily reports that 
a University of Notre Dame investigation 
has discovered a “major population” in 
a Washington, D.C., neighborhood near 
Capitol Hill. Researchers believe that the 
mosquitos, typically suited to tropical and 
subtropical climes, are adapting to a “cli- 
mate well out of their normal range.” 

The news is particularly troubling be- 
cause, on February 4, the D.C. Department 
of Health confirmed that three local resi- 
dents, including a pregnant woman, have 
been diagnosed with Zika. Each of these 
people contracted the disease during travel 
abroad. But biological sciences professor 
David Severson, an expert in mosquito- 
borne disease transmission who led the 
Notre Dame team, expressed concern to 
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Science Daily, saying, “A real potential 
exists for active transmission of mosquito- 
borne tropical diseases in popular places 
like the National Mall.” The National Park 
Service reports that approximately 24 mil- 
lion visitors from around the world tour 
the popular landmark annually. 

Whether Aedes aegypti is migrating 
north may prove a moot point, consider- 
ing that it is not the only Zika vector in the 
United States. Aedes albopictus, familiar- 
ly known as the Asian tiger mosquito, car- 
ries the same viruses as its aegypti cousin. 
But CDC warns this species “has adapted 
to survive in a broader temperature range 
and at cooler temperatures, which enables 
them to persist in more temperate cli- 
mates.” Aedes albopictus is prevalent in 
eastern and central states. 


Swat Teams 

Health officials claim they are pulling out 
all the stops to combat the outbreak. WHO 
is ramping up Zika vaccine research, as no 
medicine exists to prevent or treat those 
infected with the virus. But it is unrealistic 


Abortion scapegoat: A UN commissioner is using Zika as an excuse to push for legalized 
abortion in Latin American countries long renowned for their defense of the unborn. 
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to expect one soon, experts say. Australia’s 
public television corporation reports that 
an Indian company, Bharat Biotech, has 
already patented a possible vaccine, but 
says it “will not be available for a few 
years” because it lacks necessary clinical 
trials. Mike Turner, head of infection and 
immuno-biology at the Wellcome Trust, a 
U.K. biomedical research charity, told The 
Guardian, “The real problem is that trying 
to develop a vaccine that would have to be 
tested on pregnant women is a practical 
and ethical nightmare.” 

Then there are genetically modified 
male mosquitoes, engineered by the Brit- 
ish biotech company Oxitec to pass a le- 
thal gene to their offspring, causing death 
to the larvae. Oxitec says its morphed 
mosquitoes have slashed populations in 
the few Brazilian neighborhoods they’ve 
tested. But REDUAS relates a different 
story. “Where field tests were carried out, 
less than 15% of the larvae” carried the le- 
thal gene. Moreover, REDUAS points out 
that only female mosquitoes bite, and only 
when they need to develop eggs. Adding 
millions of male mosquitoes to the popu- 
lation increases the number of fertilized 
females spreading diseases. 

The New York Times tells of other “gene 
drives” being developed in labs to either 
kill mosquitoes or alter them so they 
cannot carry viruses. But many oppose 
genetic modifications that could lead to 
unexpected results such as pesticide resis- 
tance or newfound ability of the vectors to 
spread other diseases. 

Regardless, none of these methods pro- 
vides a short-term solution. “Prevention 
will be key. Mosquito control is hard,” 
said CDC director Tim Frieden, writing 
at CNN.com. He cautioned that it “takes 
hard, meticulous work — and money.” 

That’s bad news for depression-rav- 
aged Brazil, where President Dilma Rous- 
seff has declared war on the insects. M/T 
Technology Review explained her plans 
to send 200,000 troops throughout the 
country to spray insecticides, eliminate 
pools of standing water where mosqui- 
toes breed, and educate the public about 
the disease and ways to prevent it. “These 
methods work,” claims MIT, recounting a 
20-year campaign begun in 1942 to com- 
bat yellow fever in 18 Central and South 
American countries, including Brazil. By 
1962, they were virtually mosquito-free. 
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Killing mosquitoes? Many countries fumigate with chemicals such as malathion (classified by WHO as a carcinogen), pyrethroids (banned in 
Europe for negative health effects), and clorphyriphos (known to affect developing baby’s brains). 


Not so today. WHO’s American 
branch, the Pan American Health Or- 
ganization (PAHO), suspended eradica- 
tion efforts in the 1970s, and Aedes ae- 
gypti quickly reemerged. It now thrives 
throughout the Americas, where it trans- 
mits many debilitating diseases such as 
dengue fever and chikungunya. WHO 
reports that the global incidence of these 
diseases has increased dramatically in 
recent decades, and that severe dengue 
“is a leading cause of serious illness and 
death among children” in some Latin 
American countries. 


Let Us Spray 

One of the keys to successful eradica- 
tion in the 1940s and ’50s was DDT. 
Global bans of this pesticide in the 
1970s — due to its supposed environ- 
mental ill-effects — coincide strikingly 
with the resurgence of mosquito popu- 
lations and the diseases they spread. 
Dengue fever provides a good example. 
“Before 1970,” explains WHO, “only 9 
countries [worldwide] had experienced 
severe dengue epidemics.” Now endem- 
ic in more than 100 countries, dengue 
cases in the Americas rose from 66,000 
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in 1980, to 700,000 in 2000, to 2.35 mil- 
lion in 2013. 

The current Zika outbreak is prompting 
calls for a DDT revival. As Mike Turner 
of the Wellcome Trust told The Guardian, 
“We have to balance the risk posed to the 
environment by DDT with the terrible im- 
pact this virus is having on the unborn.” 

There are even pro-DDT rumblings at 
CDC, despite the insecticide’s reputation 
as an environmental pollutant. “That con- 
cern about DDT has to be reconsidered 
in the public health context,” Dr. Lyle 
R. Petersen, director of the division of 
vector-borne diseases, told the New York 
Times. He said that DDT poses no ecologi- 
cal threat when used in insect eradication 
campaigns. 

It appears his boss disagrees, for in his 
editorial at CNN.com, CDC director Tim 
Frieden emphasized the “use of today’s 
tools” and the need to “advance innova- 
tive mosquito control tools of tomorrow, 
such as promising new products that may 
be safer and more effective than today’s 
methods.” (Emphasis added.) He didn’t 
specifically mention DDT — a tool of yes- 
terday — but his comments cast a glaring 
light on the omission. 


Many condemn public health officials 
such as Frieden for ignoring the most ef- 
fective solution available. A Tyler Morn- 
ing Telegraph editorial criticized: “The 
ominous outbreak of the Zika virus is 
really a policy failure; the demoniza- 
tion of DDT has left much of the world 
defenseless against mosquito-borne dis- 
eases that were once easily and effec- 
tively wiped out.” 

Some argue, however, that DDT is no 
longer an effective remedy since mosqui- 
toes quickly build resistance to it. This 
argument ignores the fact that DDT’s 
strength lies in its repellant and irritant 
properties. As reported by THE NEW 
AMERICAN in 2013, female mosquitoes 
need mammalian blood, not to survive, 
but only to develop eggs and reproduce. 
Even if an insect has developed resistance 
to DDT’s toxic effects, the chemical still 
repels mosquitoes from areas where they 
feed on human blood. 

This deceptive “DDT resistance” ar- 
gument was pushed by biologist Rachel 
Carson, who single-handedly destroyed 
DDT in her 1962 book, Silent Spring, 
when she argued that the pesticide was 
endangering bird populations. Though 
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Persistent pests: Despite ongoing eradication efforts, without DDT mosquitoes continue to 
spread numerous diseases, such as dengue fever, which in severe cases can be fatal. 


her charges were proven baseless and 
false, environmental zealots trumpeted 
them to such a degree that a DDT ban 
became one of Richard Nixon’s cam- 
paign promises. True to his word, he 
created the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) shortly after his election. 
Despite nine months of EPA hearings that 
ended in favor of DDT’s safety and ef- 
ficacy, Nixon’s vested environmental in- 
terests won the day. The U.S. ban in 1972 
sparked a global censure of the life-sav- 
ing powder. Today the UN Environment 
Programme classifies DDT as one of the 
“Dirty Dozen,” a list of 12 chemicals 
known as “persistent organic pollutants.” 
The Stockholm Convention legally binds 
most UN-participant nations to keep DDT 
outlawed, while thousands needlessly die 
as a result. (India maintains the world’s 
only high-capacity DDT production facil- 
ity and continues to enjoy extremely low 
rates of insect-borne disease.) 

DDT’s demise dealt a catastrophic blow 
to public health worldwide. Only months 


before the EPA ban, the National Academy 
of Sciences had stated that “in a little more 
than two decades, DDT has prevented 500 
million [human] deaths that would other- 
wise have been inevitable” and concluded, 
“To only a few chemicals does man owe as 
great a debt as to DDT.” 

The praise was well deserved. Through- 
out the mid-20th century, DDT crushed 
plagues such as malaria, yellow fever, and 
typhus. It had wiped out one of history’s 
deadliest typhus outbreaks in Europe dur- 
ing World War II. Having witnessed the 
miracle, Winston Churchill praised the 
“excellent DDT powder” as “astonishing” 
and promised to use it on a “great scale” in 
saving millions of lives from vector-borne 
disease. Paul Mueller, a Swiss researcher 
who discovered DDT’s life-saving prop- 
erties, earned the 1948 Nobel Prize for 
Physiology in Medicine. 

WHO, which had heavily promoted 
global DDT-based insect eradication pro- 
grams throughout the mid-20th century, 
boasted in 1969 that “DDT has been the 


WHO, which had heavily promoted global DDT-based 
insect eradication programs throughout the mid-20th 
century, boasted in 1969 that “DDT has been the main 
agent in eradicating malaria ... and (has) saved at least 


2 billion people.” 


26 


AP Images 


main agent in eradicating malaria ... and 
[has] saved at least 2 billion people.” Its 
statement continued, “It is so safe that no 
symptoms have been observed among the 
spraymen or among the inhabitants of the 
spray area....”” The agency also propheti- 
cally worried that environmental agitation 
against the pesticide would “place severe 
restrictions on the use of DDT,” endanger- 
ing lives in developing countries. 

So why the refusal to use DDT now, 
in the face of a “public health emergency 
of international concern”? Robert Zurbin 
dubs it snobbish genocide. Writing for Na- 
tional Review, he said, 


So long as Zika remains mostly lim- 
ited to its current tropical haunts, the 
heartless hypocrites will doubtless 
maintain that while they too are deep- 
ly troubled by seeing babies born 
with missing brain parts, concerns 
over eggshell thickness must take 
priority. Like the revelers in Poe’s 
“Masque of the Red Death,” they 
will continue to party in their com- 
fortable quarters, secure in the belief 
that plague outside the mansion walls 
will never come for them. The fate of 
humanity should not be entrusted to 
such guardians. 


Zurbin is not alone in these sentiments. 
“European nations and the United States 
used insecticides to rid themselves of dis- 
ease and then pulled up the ladder, deny- 
ing Africans, Asians and Latin Americans 
the benefits of those same insecticides,” 
explained Dr. Donald Roberts and Rich- 
ard Tren in their 2010 exposé, The Excel- 
lent Powder: DDT’s Political and Scien- 
tific History. 

But the days of reveling in comfortable 
quarters may soon end. Lyme disease, 
which first appeared in the early 1970s, is 
now the most commonly reported vector- 
borne illness in the United States, with 
more than 300,000 cases last year alone. 
West Nile virus made its New York debut 
in 1999 and has since spread to 44 states 
and Washington, D.C. There is no treat- 
ment, cure, or vaccine for this infection, 
which can result in serious neurological 
illness and death. As Zika invades our 
shores, it’s logical to ask how many more 
victims will suffer before officials reverse 
the ill-conceived DDT ban. Mf 
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BOOK REVIEW 


THE LAST DAYS OF “GUCKSERVATISM” 


Young, computer savvy right-wingers have dubbed Republicans who espouse generally 
liberal views “cuckservatives” — enemies of conservatism and dupes of the Left. 


How “Conservatives” Betrayed America 
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JOHN RED EAGLE 
and VOX DAY 


by Patrick Krey 


Cuckservative: How “Conservatives” 
Betrayed America, by John Red Eagle 
and Vox Day, Kouvola, Finland: Castalia 
House, 2015, 190 pages, eBook. 


ou’ve probably heard the term 

y “RINO” for “Republicans In 
Name Only” or NeoCon for “‘Neo- 
conservatives,” but this past summer, a 
new word entered the political lexicon. In 
July of 2015, the anti-conservative estab- 
lishment slur “cuckservative” went viral in 
a big way. It’s not clear what precipitated 
it, but the hashtag #cuckservative began 
trending on Twitter. The Twitter feeds of 
right-wing pundits were swarmed with 
commenters using the term. The term was 
almost exclusively used against Republi- 
can pundits who express support for open 
borders and amnesty. Anyone who tried to 
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fight the cuckservative label was met with 
overwhelming ridicule from an army of 
online critics. It even got national cover- 
age from mainstream news organizations, 
with the Daily Beast website labeling it as 
a “Right-Wing Civil War.” 

Cuckservative: How “Conservatives” 
Betrayed America is an eBook that tries to 
explain the underlying arguments behind 
the term and its implication for the future 
of politics. As Cuckservative explains, 
the term is a combination of cuckold and 
conservative. Cuckold is “an archaic term 
that ... means the husband of an unfaithful 
wife, usually in reference to him raising 
children that aren’t his own,” the implica- 
tion being that today’s conservatives are 
“being cucked” by liberals who are using 
immigration policy to demographically 
replace the electorate in order to secure a 
permanent left-wing majority. 

You can’t discuss the term “cuckserva- 
tive” without discussing the online com- 
munity where it originated. It all began 
with /pol and, at some point, something 
happened that spawned an entire subcul- 
ture that spread throughout the Internet. 
“/pol” is the name of a self-described 
“politically incorrect” message board of 
the online image-based site 4chan, where 
users can discuss current events anony- 
mously. The site appealed to a younger 
demographic that held nothing but disdain 
for the supposedly conservative establish- 
ment that they feel has both failed in its 
mission and abandoned its youth. Their 
politics are not too different from the na- 
tionalism of Pat Buchanan, but their use 
of comedy and their youthful, irreverent 
tone is their signature. They live up to 
the “politically incorrect” description and 
employ a type of shock comedy wherein 
they try to top one another with how much 
they can offend. They use profanity liber- 
ally and make jokes about matters that are 
usually considered off-limits, such as the 
Holocaust. At times, it’s actually difficult 
to discern the difference between what 
they intend as a joke and what they actu- 


ally believe. Is the guy with an image of a 
cat photo-shopped wearing an SS uniform 
as his avatar really a Nazi or is that just a 
joke? Your guess is as good as mine. 

This subculture eventually expanded be- 
yond /pol, and it formed online networks 
that participate in highly effective “troll 
raids” (a coordinated attempt to swamp 
a comment section of a news site). Their 
activities have become more professional, 
and they have created their own websites 
such as MPCdot.com and TheRightStuff. 
biz, which feature their own blogs and pod- 
casts. They generate a staggering amount 
of original content, including song parodies 
and videos, as well as other memes, that 
have gone viral. They even have their own 
vocabulary that sometimes makes it diffi- 
cult for new readers to understand what it 
is they are even talking about. “Cuckserva- 
tive” was one of those words they created, 
and while many of the users of the term do 
engage in using obscenities in their writings 
or podcasts, the term itself is not profane. 
Likewise, the book Cuckservative does not 
delve into the type of vulgarities you will 
encounter on the sites referenced above. 

Cuckservative is co-written by Vox Day 
and John Red Eagle. Vox Day is the pseu- 
donym of a video game designer who has 
amassed quite a following in the online 
world with his often-controversial views. 
Day’s high IQ and technical approach to 
problem solving is felt throughout Cuck- 
servative. Much effort is given to making 
the book’s main argument that immigra- 
tion is the most important issue of our day 
and that “cuckservatives” are on the wrong 
side. “Thanks to their cuckservative ideol- 
ogy, America’s self-styled conservatives 
have literally betrayed the entire purpose of 
the Constitution of the United States, and in 
doing so, they have put the very survival of 
the nation at risk,” the authors charge. 

Reading the book, one might eas- 
ily feel reminded of two earlier books 
by Pat Buchanan: Where the Right Went 
Wrong: How Neoconservatives Subverted 
the Reagan Revolution and Hijacked the 
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Bush Presidency, and State of Emergency: 
The Third World Invasion and Conquest 
of America. The first book detailed the 
neoconservative infiltration of the conser- 
vative movement, and the latter detailed 
the demographic destruction caused by 
our immigration policy. Day, much like 
Buchanan before him, takes the GOP and 
the conservative establishment to task, but 
Day comes at it with an almost scientific 
approach. Cuckservative recounts how, al- 
most from the beginning, the conservative 
movement was all too willing to purge ele- 
ments that it feared might hurt its respect- 
ability in the eyes of its opponents. These 
“purges,” which have continued through- 
out all of the conservative movement’s 
history even to this day, “indicated a cow- 
ardly and submissive willingness to sur- 
render when faced with public criticism.” 

The vast majority of the book makes 
arguments against open immigration and 
goes into detail on the errors of the pro-im- 
migration arguments espoused by the cuck- 
servatives in the conservative movement. 
As the book explains, open immigration 
has been and will continue to be disastrous 
for anyone looking to secure political vic- 
tories for the Right. The cuckservatives fail 
to realize this and routinely label any oppo- 
nents of open borders and amnesty as “‘rac- 


Done dirty: Despite widespread concern and anger about illegal immigration, many politicians 


ist” or “xenophobes.” As a matter of fact, 
the book explains, “Today’s cuckservatives 
appear to be in a competition with the left 
to see who can open the borders wider, 
provide amnesty for more aliens, and add 
greater incentives for immigrants to retain 
their own culture in the place of American 
traditions and values.” 

The cuckservative view on immigration 
is dismantled across multiple chapters. 
The “Melting Pot” is exposed as a myth. 
The idea that immigrants from nations 
with historically leftist governments will 
somehow miraculously become limited- 
government Republicans is ridiculed as 
the “Magic Dirt Theory.” Cuckservative 
explains that the “extremely high prefer- 
ence for expansive government among 
Hispanic immigrants is consistent with 
traditions of government in Latin America 
since the days of the Spanish Empire.” 

These concerns are not just limited to 
the political realm for, as Cuckservative 
explains, “import people and you import 
their culture.” The discussions in the book 
are especially timely considering the refu- 
gee crisis currently unfolding in Europe. 

While the topics of immigration and the 
sorry state of modern conservatism are fa- 
miliar territory for the more experienced 
among us, there were other areas that Cuck- 
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are supportive of not only amnesty but of increasing the numbers of immigrants. Young 
conservatives have lambasted Republicans who support such measures, accusing them of 


selling out America. 
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servative touched on that might cover new 
ground for readers of THE NEw AMERICAN. 
The chapter “Christianity and Cuckserva- 
tism” went into depth on the strange decline 
into far-left racial politics that we’ve wit- 
nessed in modern Christianity. As churches 
across the country lecture their members on 
the lessons of “white privilege” and “insti- 
tutional racism,” Cuckservative points out 
the blatant hypocrisy: “It never seems to 
occur to these white guilt-trippers that hold- 
ing today’s white Christians responsible 
for the sins of their 18th-century or 1960s 
counterparts is no different than blaming 
today’s Jews for crucifying Christ.” 

Christians, both Left and Right, who 
have bought into the egalitarian premises 
of the Left and support open-border poli- 
cies are described as “Churchians” who 
have nothing in common with traditional 
Christianity. “The false fruit of Churchian 
multiculturalism can be recognized by what 
is happening to Christian churches every- 
where from Europe to the American Mid- 
west. So-called Christians are not only ac- 
tively welcoming those who do not worship 
Jesus Christ to invade their nations, they are 
also watering down Christian theology and 
in some cases, literally tearing down the 
symbols of Christian worship.” 

Overall, the book provides a sound ex- 
planation of what’s wrong with the con- 
servative movement, as well as why open 
immigration policies will spell certain po- 
litical doom for our side. As an eBook, it’s 
very affordable and well worth the price. 
It’s a good book for anyone not familiar 
with the type of issues regularly covered 
by THE NEw AMERICAN, especially for 
younger readers who are looking for a 
primer on the main issues facing us today. 
Readers with a STEM (Science, Technol- 
ogy, Engineering, and Math) background 
should appreciate the book the most, owing 
to its technical and analytical dissection of 
the issues. 

Much more could be written about the 
greater movement that seems to be blos- 
soming in the wake of the cuckservative 
meme of 2015. There is definitely a major 
political realignment taking place, as this 
loose coalition of mostly young and savvy 
social media users, who are popularly re- 
ferred to as the “alt right,” continue to 
push the envelope, one meme at a time. 
Perhaps that is a subject for Day to tackle 
in his next eBook? 
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World Federalism 101 
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America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the League of Nations, 
up to the present, and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN with those of 

the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 
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United Nations: On the Brink of Becoming a World Government 

The United Nations has entities claiming jurisdiction over the world’s food, including agricul- 
ture and vitamins, as well as over global health, water, international law, trade, firearms, and 
the environment. Only two things stop it from becoming a world government — insufficient 
funding and sovereignty-protecting politicians. And those two things are being dealt with. 
(2012, 12pp, $.02ea) RPUNBWG 
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Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for 

70 years, but its origins and objectives remain 
misunderstood by many Americans. This 

book is a brief, readable introduction to the 
United Nations and to the people who created 
it and support it. (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1/$9.95ea; 
5-19/$8.95ea; 20-59/$7.95ea; 60+/$6.95ea) BKIUN 


Get Us Out — Window Cling 
(1/$1.00ea; 10-99/$0.85ea; 100+/$0.75ea) WCGUO 


Get Us Out — Bumper Sticker 
(1/$1.00; 10-25/$0.85ea; 26-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.50ea; 1,000+/$0.45ea) BSGUO 


Get Us Out — Envelope Stickers 
Influence others with these attractive envelope 
stickers. (Includes 10 sheets per set. 120 stick- 
ers total, 1 set/$4.25; 5-9/$4.00ea; 10+/$3.50ea; 
20+/$3.25ea) ESGUO 


Mail completed form to: 
ShopuBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
APPLETON, WI 54912 


1-800-342-6491 


Order Online 


State 


E-mail 


L) Discover 


Exp. Date 


Two Men and a 
Sheriff to the Rescue 


Two men and a San Bernardino County 
sheriff are being credited with saving the 
life of Jersuan Gibson, who was trapped in 
a burning vehicle on January 15. 

KABC News reported that Gibson’s 
vehicle crashed into a pole in Victorville, 
California, and “burst into flames while the 
driver was unconscious in the wreckage.” 

Fortunately, Daniel Reyes came upon 
the wreckage while driving his work truck, 
which proved to be a valuable asset in the 
ordeal as a fire extinguisher had recently 
been installed in the company vehicle. 

When Reyes stopped at the scene, he 
noticed another person already attempt- 
ing to help Gibson out of the car. Reyes 
grabbed the fire extinguisher and used it 
to keep the flames at bay while the other 
man continued to work on pulling Gibson 
from the vehicle. 

“T felt the flames. I smelled the smoke, 
but my concern was getting him out be- 
cause he was out cold,” Reyes recalled. “If 
I had not had that fire extinguisher, the fire 
would have been out of control.” 

Gibson’s legs were trapped under the 
dashboard, however, making it nearly 
impossible to drag him from the vehicle. 
It was not until Sheriff’s Deputy Asiah 
Medawar arrived that Gibson was able to 
be pulled to safety. 

Gibson’s mother, Brenda Johnson, stat- 
ed that her son suffered burns to his hands, 
as well as a broken hip, leg, and ankles, 
but was grateful that he was alive and 
credited the two passersby and Medawar 
for that. “I appreciate it, what all that they 
did for my son. I am so blessed. I am so 
blessed because without them then my son 
wouldn’t be here today,” she said. 


Snowy Gift 


While January’s blizzard was a source of 
dread for many East Coast residents, chil- 
dren at the National Institutes of Health 
Clinical Center in Maryland would have 
given anything to be able to play in the 
snow. Thanks to the thoughtfulness of 
nurse Alex Classen, they did. 


30 


The Washington Post reported that it 
started with seven-year-old Lucy Wiese, 
who had just undergone bone marrow 
surgery six weeks earlier. When the snow 
began to fall, Lucy, a huge fan of the 
movie Frozen, was looking longingly out 
the hospital windows on January 23, wish- 
ing she could play in the snow. 

“Before the storm, her doctors had talk- 
ed about, maybe she could go outside a 
little bit in the snow,” Lucy’s mother, Jan 
Wiese, said. “But it was really coming 
down pretty hard and it was windy, and I 
thought ... maybe we should wait,” Wiese 
said. “She was a good sport.” 

But Nurse Classen, wearing nothing but 
her hospital scrubs, ran out into the snow 
with several basins and scooped up large 
piles of the snow to bring inside the hos- 
pital for Lucy and the other children who 
were unable to go outside. 

“We have a bunch of patients who are 
really sick and can’t necessarily go out 
and play in the snow like normal kids,” 
she said. “So I thought it would be fun for 
them to be able to touch and play and ex- 
perience the snow.” 

“T had the idea in the morning,” she 
said. After clearing it with the doctors and 
hospital staff, she made multiple trips into 
the blizzard to retrieve basins of snow. 

And though Nurse Classen recalls get- 
ting “blasted with snow,” for her, it was 
worth it. “Anything I can do to make 
these kids smile is awesome,” she said. 
“So whenever they’re happy, it just makes 
my day.” 


Human Chain 


A group of strangers came together to res- 
cue a truck driver whose rig crashed on 
a snowy road and left him hanging off a 
cliff in Bedford, Pennsylvania, on Janu- 
ary 26. 

According to eyewitness Arlyn Satanek, 
the truck driver appeared to lose control of 
his vehicle as snow quickly accumulated, 
causing the tractor-trailer to teeter over 
the edge of a hillside. People immediately 
reacted, he recalled. “It was a mess, dan- 
gerous. The truck was smoking, couple 
hundred gallons of diesel fuel, debris ev- 


erywhere,” Satanek said. “People didn’t 
seem to care, they jumped out to help.” 

WTAE News reported that the driver 
“took out nearly half a mile of guardrail” 
and covered the road in debris and fuel. 

With the driver trapped inside the cab, 
motorists jumped out of their vehicles, in- 
terlocked arms, and formed a human chain 
in order to reach the cab and pull the driver 
to safety. 

Satanek witnessed the entire rescue and 
was moved by the strangers’ act of hero- 
ism. “I decided I knew they had him, and 
I wanted to get a picture. I want to remem- 
ber this,” he said. 


Heroic Pond Rescue 


James Brazier was visiting his wife at her 
insurance business on February 3 in Port 
St. Lucie, Florida, and, while there, saved 
the life of a driver whose vehicle went off 
the road and into a nearby pond. 

TCPalm.com reported that a Kia Optima 
struck a Mercedes driven by Hixford Ban- 
ton, 73, causing Banton to lose control of 
his vehicle. He drove off the road into the 
pond, estimated to be 12 to 15 feet deep. 

Brazier heard the sound of tires screech- 
ing and saw the vehicle drive off the road 
and into the pond. He immediately ran out 
of the building and dove into the pond. 
“When I got to the guy, he was real scared, 
so I told him to calm down,” Brazier re- 
called later. “I opened the door and got 
him out, he panicked, took us both under 
and then I hit the bottom, pushed ourselves 
back up.” 

An eyewitness, along with three Port St. 
Lucie police detectives, helped get Banton 
and Brazier to shore. 

Banton was not conscious for most of 
the rescue, but recalls Brazier arriving to 
help him before he lost consciousness. 
“He came to me and he said, ‘I got you, 
I got you, are you ready?’” Banton said. 
“And he opened the door, and I just went 
out.” 

Banton said Brazier’s actions saved his 
life, as he cannot swim. “He’s my hero,” 
Banton said. “He helped me. It’s people 
like those, they’re rare to find.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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America and Immigration: 
a Mixed History With Lessons for Today 


Almost since America’s founding, immigration has raised 
controversy. Though it has largely proven to be beneficial, 
there are real, legitimate concerns — especially now. 


by Steve Byas 


guage, we must learn theirs,” 

complained a Pennsylvania busi- 
nessman, irritated that the immigrants 
were causing the native-born to abandon 
neighborhoods to the newcomers. An- 
other common complaint the native-born 
had against these immigrants was that they 
were willing to work for less. 

While this may sound like modern 
America, and it is, it is also a description 
of colonial America, in Pennsylvania. 
Benjamin Franklin was the businessman, 
a highly successful printer, who did not 
like being forced to learn the language 


| nstead of their learning our lan- 
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To get ahead: Polish immigrants came to work, like so many others from foreign lands, and their 
labors contributed greatly to America’s prosperity. 


of the immigrant Germans, while others 
grumbled that English neighborhoods 
were being “taken over” by the Germans, 
introducing their different manners and 
customs. 

And the Germans were willing to do the 
jobs the English did not want to do, or at 
least they were willing to do them for less. 
A common irritation for the English was 
when they saw advertisements and street 
signs in both English and German, and 
sometimes only in German! 

Franklin asked a question, which no 
doubt summed up the feelings of many 
other Pennsylvanians: “Why should Penn- 
sylvania, founded by the English, become 
a colony of aliens, who will shortly be so 


numerous as to Germanize us, instead of 
our Anglifying them, and will never adopt 
our language or customs any more than 
they can acquire our complexion?” 

Franklin’s mixed reaction to the im- 
migration of non-English peoples into 
English America well illustrates the con- 
tradictory feelings that Americans have 
had toward immigration throughout our 
nation’s history. Almost every new eth- 
nic group coming to America has been 
met with suspicion, contrary to those who 
like to quote the poem of Emma Lazarus, 
which proclaims, “Give me your tired, 
your poor, your huddled masses.” 

Perhaps Americans’ attitude toward im- 
migration is best explained by the fact that 
immigration has always offered a mixture 
of positive and negative consequences, all 
at the same time. 

The political situation today is far dif- 
ferent from that which existed in early 
American history, and even from that 
which existed in the waves of immigrants 
arriving in the late 19th century into 
the early part of the 20th century. The 
America today’s immigrants encounter 
is far different, offering a cornucopia of 
government benefits, which discourages 
work and self-reliance and encourages 
dependence upon government and those 
politicians who provide these benefits. 
This creates a permanent “underclass” 
that provides a reliable voting bloc for 
those who stay in power by promising 
an ever-expanding welfare state. Immi- 
grants of yesteryear did not expect to be 
taken care of by a paternalistic federal 
government, much less given free cell- 
phones. As Tom Woods wrote for the 
Foundation for Economic Education, in 
his essay entitled Liberty and Immigra- 
tion, “The current crisis is indeed unique 
in American history.” 

Despite widespread perception to the 
contrary, throughout our entire history, 
large waves of immigration have provoked 
resistance and resentment from many na- 
tive-born Americans, and immigration has 
always been controversial. And though, by 
and large, new arrivals have managed to 
succeed economically, overcome resent- 
ment, and make many positive contribu- 
tions to their adopted homeland, there 
were challenges. Thus the history of past 
waves of immigration into America sug- 
gests that the challenges presented by the 
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Founders’ fears: Benjamin Franklin (left) expressed fear that German immigrants to colonial 
Pennsylvania would fail to assimilate, citing their tendency to cluster in German communities 
and their persistence in speaking German. Thomas Jefferson (right) did not believe immigrants 
would share the same dedication to liberty as settlers from the British isles, arguing that 
“natural” population growth would be better than immigration. In his Notes on Virginia, Jefferson 
contended that these newcomers would alter the liberty-loving culture of America. 


present generation of immigrants will also 
be overcome, and that, in the long run, the 
United States will benefit. But as we shall 
see, while there are similarities between 
the past waves of immigration and to- 
day’s, there are also important differences 
that make today’s immigration much more 
challenging — even threatening — to our 
constitutional Republic. 

A closer examination of the role immi- 
gration has played in American history will 
give us an idea of both the similarities and 
the differences we find in today’s immi- 
grants compared to those of earlier genera- 
tions, and provide some lessons to apply for 
our present condition and what course we 
should take going into the future. 


How the Founders 

Viewed Immigration 

Franklin was not the only “Founding Fa- 
ther” to hold such cautious views toward 


immigration. Thomas Jefferson addressed 
his own concerns about immigrants in his 
Notes on Virginia. His principal concern 
was that they tended not to hold in high 
regard (at least not in as high a regard 
that Jefferson believed his fellow ethnic 
English had) the concepts of liberty and 
limited self-government that had been de- 
veloped in the English residents of English 
America. He said America’s happy situa- 
tion derived from “a composition of the 
freest principles of the English Constitu- 
tion, with others, derived from natural 
right and reason,” but most of the non- 
British immigrants were coming from 
monarchial nations. 

Jefferson was concerned that non-British 
immigrants would “bring with them the 
principles of the governments they leave, 
imbibed in their early youth; or, if able to 
throw them off, it will be in exchange for 
an unbounded licentiousness, passing, as 


The America today's immigrants encounter is far different, offering 


a cornucopia of government benefits, which discourages work and 


self-reliance and encourages dependence upon government and those 


politicians who provide these benefits. 
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is usual, from one extreme to another. It 
would be a miracle were they to stop pre- 
cisely at the point of temperate liberty.” 

It was Jefferson’s opinion that it would 
be “safer” to let the natural increase of the 
American population grow, rather than 
have it come through mass immigration. 
He explained his concern: “Suppose 20 
millions of republican Americans [were] 
thrown all of a sudden into France, what 
would be the condition of that kingdom? 
If it would be more turbulent, less happy, 
less strong, we may believe that the addi- 
tion of a half a million of foreigners to our 
present numbers would produce a similar 
effect here.” 

Jefferson and Alexander Hamilton dis- 
agreed on many other things, but they were 
in complete agreement in taking a cautious 
approach to immigration. “The influx of 
foreigners,” Hamilton wrote, “must, there- 
fore, tend to produce a heterogeneous com- 
pound; to change and corrupt the national 
spirit; to complicate and confound public 
opinion; to introduce foreign propensities. 
In the composition of society, the harmony 
of the ingredients is all-important, and 
whatever tends to a discordant intermixture 
must have an injurious tendency.” 

Hamilton noted the unhappy fate of the 
American Indians because of immigration 
from Europe. “Prudence requires us to 
trace the history further and ask what has 
become of the nations of savages who ex- 
ercised this policy, and who now occupies 
the territory which they inhabited? Per- 
haps a lesson is here taught which ought 
not to be despised.” 

Hamilton is clearly correct. The culture 
of the indigenous Indian tribes was over- 
whelmed by “immigrants” from Europe 
in the 17th and 18th centuries. A separate 
article on that issue alone could be writ- 
ten, but the history of the dissolution of the 
Indian culture provides a stark example of 
how a native culture can be overwhelmed 
by immigration. 


A History of Mixed 

Blessings and Curses 

After the initial settlement of the colonies, 
very little population growth resulted from 
immigration. Technically, the English and 
Scottish settlers were not “immigrants,” 
since they were still within the British Em- 
pire. Still, natural increase accounted for 
most of the population growth, except for 
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the Germans in Pennsylvania that caused 
Franklin so much concern. 

Most of the colonial-era settlers were 
Protestant Christians, with notable excep- 
tion in the “Catholic” colony of Mary- 
land. At the time of the first census of the 
United States, the Catholic population was 
less than five percent. Those designated 
as “Irish” were not Irish, who were over- 
whelmingly Catholic, but rather Scots- 
Irish (Presbyterian Scots who had settled 
in the northern provinces of Ireland). This 
separate development of the colonies con- 
tributed greatly to the creation of an envi- 
ronment that caused the growth of respect 
for religious liberty. 

It is difficult to imagine American his- 
tory without the Scots-Irish. In his book 
Born Fighting: How the Scots-Irish 
Shaped America, former Senator Jim 
Webb recalled a high-ranking British army 
general telling him that the Scots “are the 
hardest, toughest people on earth.” The 
Romans proved unable to conquer them. 
Later, the English were only able to sub- 
due them after making a Scot, James 
Stewart, king of England. 

Webb recalled his reaction to the gen- 
eral: “I could not restrain a knowing smile, 
for the culture had hardly changed after it 


crossed the Atlantic Ocean three hundred 
years ago and set up its communities in 
the Appalachian Mountains. There’s an 
old saying in the mountain South. Insult a 
Yankee and he’ll sue you. Insult a moun- 
tain boy and he’II kill you.” 

Many other ethnic groups completed 
the mixture of peoples of colonial Ameri- 
ca. None were more important, of course, 
than the black Africans, brought to the col- 
onies in chains as slaves. Their hard labor 
contributed greatly to the prosperity of 
the cotton fields and tobacco plantations 
of the American South. 

The colony of New Sweden, with few 
colonists, was conquered by the Dutch in 
1655, but pioneers on the American fron- 
tier owed a great debt to the Swedes for 
their innovation known as the log cabin. 
The Dutch formed New Netherland, in 
what is now New York and New Jersey, 
before they were in turn conquered by 
the English. The Dutch settlers remained, 
however, adding yet another ingredient 
to the growing American “melting pot.” 
Some Jews escaped centuries of antago- 
nism in Europe by settling in Philadelphia 
(where Pennsylvania had long tolerated 
any person who expressed a belief in one 
God) and Newport (where Rhode Island 
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Smart move? The Germans who came to America in the early 1800s shared the industriousness 
of those who settled during colonial days. Unlike the colonial-era German settlers, these later 
arrivals tended to be Catholic, rather than Protestant. Protestant Americans adopted a public 
school system largely to save Protestant Christianity from the waves of Catholic immigrants from 


Germany, Ireland, and Italy. 
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had no established church and complete 
religious liberty). 

Arriving in the 1770s, the French set- 
tler Michel-Guillaume Jean de Crevecoeur 
commented on the variety of human be- 
ings he saw in the colonies, “What then is 
the American, this new man?,” marveling 
at this “strange mixture of blood, which 
you will find in no other country.” 

Still, at the time of the first census of 
the United States in 1790, 80 percent was 
of British ancestry. From 1770 to 1830, 
immigration was insignificant. By then, 
the English, the Scots-Irish, the Dutch, 
the Germans, and the other smaller ethnic 
groups had settled into what many prob- 
ably thought was going to be the perma- 
nent ethnic mix. 

But attracted by economic opportunity, 
or to escape religious and political perse- 
cution in Europe, immigration began to 
increase. While we often hear “America 
is a nation of immigrants,” except for the 
indigenous peoples already here, and the 
black Africans brought to these shores as 
slaves, most of the residents of the United 
States at the time of its independence were 
subjects, or the descendants of subjects 
of the British Empire. They were simply 
moving to another part of that Empire. 
Calling them “immigrants” would be like 
calling someone who moves from Wis- 
consin to Florida an immigrant. The more 
accurate term would be “migrant.” 

Even at the low numbers of immigra- 
tion in the early years of the Republic, the 
“foreign vote” probably tipped the scales 
in favor of Jefferson’s “Republican” Party 
in the election of 1800, when he narrowly 
defeated the Federalist Party incumbent, 
John Adams. Sensing that immigrants 
were trending toward Jefferson’s party, 
the Federalist-controlled Congress enact- 
ed the Alien Acts in 1798. These three acts 
were attempts to mitigate the influence 
of aliens — those residing in the United 
States who were not yet citizens. One act 
increased the period of residence required 
for a foreign-born person to become a U.S. 
citizen from five to 14 years. Other acts al- 
lowed the deportation or, in wartime, the 
imprisonment of aliens, at the president’s 
discretion. These laws proved unable to 
prevent the election of Jefferson, however, 
and were allowed to expire when Jeffer- 
son settled into the White House in 1801 
and his party took control of Congress. 
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Hamilton noted the unhappy fate of the American Indians 
because of immigration from Europe. “Prudence requires us to 
trace the history further and ask what has become of the nations 


of savages who exercised this policy, and who now occupies the 


territory which they inhabited?” 


Perhaps this early overreaction to immi- 
gration in the early years of the Republic 
provides some guidance for today’s law- 
makers, as they struggle to deal with this 
difficult issue. While immigration pro- 
vides many challenges for our country, it 
is imperative that we do not overreact with 
laws that are draconian, unconstitutional, 
and antithetical to liberty. 

In 1820, immigration into the coun- 
try was less than 10,000 people. As late 
as 1830, the numbers were still less than 
25,000. By 1830, 98.5 percent of the popu- 
lation was native-born. But 600,000 came 
in the next decade, and America was on 
its way to being, if not a nation of immi- 
grants, certainly a nation with a large num- 


Fresh start, new name? Ellis Island served as the principal port of entry into the United States from 1892-1954. Millions of immigrants were processed 


ber of immigrants and their descendants. 
Still, the native-born population remained 
far greater than the non-native population, 
which is contrary to what the phrase “‘na- 
tion of immigrants” could be interpreted 
to imply. 

The 600,000 immigrants arriving in the 
1830s were followed by 1.7 million in the 
1840s, mostly from Ireland and Germany. 

The potato famine depopulated Ireland. 
An estimated two million died in the Em- 
erald Isle, about one-fourth of the popula- 
tion. They were too poor to buy land in 
the western part of the United States — 
and besides that, the land in Ireland had 
failed them — so they moved into cities 
in the East, swelling the populations of 
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Boston and New York City. They were 
willing to work for less than native-born 
workers, and this led to great resentment. 
Despite their widespread illiteracy, they 
soon learned to read signs that appeared 
in storefront windows and at factory gates: 
“No Irish Need Apply.” 

But as poor as first-generation immi- 
grants were, they soon became citizens 
and gained the right to vote. Politicians 
took notice, and began courting the Irish 
vote. Much like today, this immigrant 
voting bloc began to change the political 
demographics of the country, especially in 
certain states, such as Massachusetts and 
New York. Powerful city machines, such 
as Tammany Hall, were soon dominated 
by the Irish. 

Then there were the Germans, who ar- 
rived in the hundreds of thousands, mostly 
driven to America by their own crop fail- 
ures. But mixed in with the mostly hard- 
working farmers were a number of po- 
litical radicals, who sailed after the failed 
revolutions that swept across Europe in 
1848. As a group, Germans tended to be 
modestly more wealthy than the Irish, and 
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here, in the shadow of the Statue of Liberty. Contrary to popular myth, immigrants were not generally awarded a “new name” at Ellis Island. 
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Despised workers: While all immigrants faced some hostility, none faced gr 
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eater resistance than 


the Chinese. Their willingness to work for very low wages generated much animosity. Despite this 
antagonism, the labor of the Chinese contributed greatly to the massive expansion of railroads in 
the West, as we see here with Chinese workers in the Sierra Nevada. 


they largely headed for the Middle West, 
especially Wisconsin, to continue farming. 

These Germans made positive contri- 
butions to American culture, including 
the Conestoga wagon, so important in the 
settling of the West. They also became the 
backbone of antiwar, noninterventionist 
sentiment in 20th-century America, having 
seen enough of the militarism of Europe. 

Irish and German immigrants were sig- 
nificant in a number of ways. Their num- 
bers, especially the Germans, helped swell 
the ranks of the Union armies during the 
Civil War, and may have tipped the bal- 
ance in that great conflict. Unfortunately, 
immigration has probably contributed to a 
decline in the understanding of the value 
of the idea of sovereign states in a federal 
system as a powerful tool in the struggle 
to maintain limited government. 

With the rising tide of Catholic immi- 
gration, there were fears this flood would 
overwhelm the native Protestantism of the 
country. In 1849, the Order of the Star- 
Spangled Banner was formed to com- 
bat Catholic immigration, and this soon 
evolved into the American Party of the 
1850s. Popularly known as the “Know- 
Nothing Party” because members held 
secret meetings about which they would 
tell inquirers, “I know nothing,” they de- 
manded restrictions on immigration and 
the deportation of alien poor. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Anti-Catholic literature was common. 
Awful Disclosure, by Maria Monk, even 
alleged that nuns regularly had babies by 
priests, and buried their tiny bodies un- 
derneath convents. This libelous tract sold 
over 300,000 copies. 

But anti-foreign feeling by itself was 
not enough to propel the American Party 
into power. For one thing, the American 
economy was growing rapidly, and gener- 
al prosperity mitigated resentment toward 
the newcomers. And there is little doubt 
that the Irish industrial workers and the 
German farmers were contributing to that 
prosperity enjoyed by all Americans. 

For years, American Unitarians, such 
as Horace Mann, pushed for the establish- 
ment of public schools, but most Ameri- 
cans had little regard for either the Unitar- 
ian religion or their idea of public schools. 
Unitarians denied the doctrine of the Trin- 
ity (that God exists in three persons, Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Spirit), and promoted 
the idea of the “perfectability of man.” 
Mann suggested “perfection” could best 
be accomplished through public schools, 
even boldly predicting, “Let the common 
[public] school be expanded to its capabil- 
ities, let it be worked with the efficiency of 
which it is susceptible, and nine-tenths of 
the crimes in the penal code would become 
obsolete; the long catalogue of human ills 
would be abridged; men would walk more 


safely by day; every pillow would be more 
inviolable by night.” 

Finally, Mann found some allies to 
implement his idea of public schools 
— Protestant ministers who saw public 
schools as a way to make Protestants out 
of Catholic children. Protestant Christian- 
ity provided the philosophical foundation 
for these early public schools — prayer 
and Bible reading from a Protestant per- 
spective were part of the school day until 
the 1960s — and Catholics knew it. This 
led to the creation of a parochial Catholic 
school system, which coexisted with the 
public schools for the next several de- 
cades. Of course, Catholics of today no 
longer fear their children being indoctri- 
nated into Protestant Christianity in the 
public schools. Christianity — whether 
Protestant or Catholic — has been largely 
expelled from America’s public schools, 
replaced by secular ideology, despised 
by evangelical Protestants and devout 
Catholics alike. 

After the Civil War, technological im- 
provements in ships, making transatlantic 
voyages more feasible for the average trav- 
eler, combined with the growing need for 
workers in America’s expanding factories, 
led to what historians have often referred 
to as “the new immigration.” Beginning 
in the 1880s and continuing to the time of 
World War I, America saw a shift in the 
pattern of its immigration from northern 
and western Europe to southern and east- 
ern Europe. Immigrants even came from 
Asia, crossing the Pacific Ocean. 

In 1882, Congress passed the Chinese 
Exclusion Act, which stipulated that only 
a limited number of Chinese immigrants 
could enter the country for the next 10 
years, and this law was renewed in 1892 
and 1902. H. Paul Jeffers, writing in An 
Honest President, a biography of Presi- 
dent Grover Cleveland, said that Cleve- 
land had first been “sympathetic to the 
plight of the Chinese, most of whom had 
been brought into the country as laborers 
for building railroads in the West.” They 
were often subjected to violence, leading 
Cleveland to the conclusion that overcom- 
ing the deep prejudice against absorbing 
the Chinese into the mainstream of Ameri- 
can life “was an impossible goal.” 

Cleveland signed a bill in 1888 to ban the 
return to the United States of Chinese who 
had left the country. He said, “The experi- 
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Voting bloc: Hundreds of thousands have fled the brutal tyranny of the communist dictatorship 

in Cuba since the takeover of that island by Fidel Castro in 1959. Here we see Americans of 
Cuban ancestry, who have carved out a Little Havana community in Miami, Florida. Enraged at the 
Clinton administration’s sending six-year-old Elian Gonzalez back to Cuba in 2000, Americans of 
Cuban ancestry probably denied Al Gore the presidential election that year. 


ment of blending the social habits and mu- 
tual race idiosyncracies of the Chinese la- 
boring classes with those of the great body 
of the people of the United States has been 
proved by the experience of twenty years 
... to be in every sense unwise, impolitic, 
and injurious to both nations.” Immigrants 
from Japan faced similar hostility, as both 
groups were willing to work cheaper than 
native-born Americans. This anti-Japanese 
immigration policy contributed to the dete- 
rioration of American-Japanese relations in 
the 20th century. 

Jeffers said that Cleveland did not ap- 
prove of “hyphenated Americans,” con- 
tending that immigrants must leave their 
nativism behind and “become Ameri- 
cans.” Cleveland’s view was the prevail- 
ing opinion of both American politicians 
and American citizens. 

Italian immigrants from 1880 to 1920 
numbered more than five million. One of 
the more famous descendants of this wave 
was the only undefeated heavyweight box- 
ing champion in history, Rocky Marciano. 
Over one million Swedes and Norwegians 
came during this same time period, with 
most settling in the Midwest, especially 
in Minnesota (thus the NFL team, the Vi- 
kings). Over two million Jews fled Russia 
to escape persistent persecution. Greeks, 
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Poles, and others from Eastern Europe 
joined, and, interestingly for today, Syr- 
ians and Lebanese Christians also came, 
hoping to leave the Muslim-dominated 
Middle East. 

Most of these immigrants from Europe 
and the Middle East came through New 
York Harbor, with the processing done at 
Ellis Island in the shadow of the Statue 
of Liberty, erected in 1886. The French 
had given the statue to honor the United 
States’ association with liberty. The statue 
had nothing to do with immigration, but 
not surprisingly, it came to be associated 
with immigration. 

One of the myths of the processing done 
at Ellis Island is that the processors sum- 
marily changed immigrants’ family names. 
Writing in Hey, America, Your Roots Are 
Showing, Megan Smolenyak explained: 
“In spite of what you’ve been told or what 
you still read in normally reliable sources, 
names were not changed at Ellis Island. All 
those stories you’ve heard about the last 
syllable of your surname being lopped off 
by some official who found it too cumber- 
some to pronounce? Not true.”” What is true, 
is that “many of our immigrant ancestors’ 
names were changed — by them — and 
after their brief interlude at Ellis Island.” 

It was the greatest flood of legal im- 


migration, in percentage terms, in history. 
Many nativists were worried that these 
new immigrants could not be assimilated. 
Various restrictions were proposed, and 
finally, in 1921, Congress responded with 
the National Origins Formula, with fur- 
ther revisions in 1924. This both restricted 
the total number of immigrants and estab- 
lished quotas based on national origins. 
For the next 40 years, there was relatively 
little immigration into the country. Excep- 
tions included refugees from communism, 
such as the Cubans and the Hungarians; 
immigrants from the Philippines; and war 
brides. The Displaced Persons Act of 1948 
also allowed about 200,000 “displaced” 
Europeans — displaced by World War II 
— to immigrate into the country. 

During World War II, following the 
Great Depression, the employment situ- 
ation drastically changed. By 1942 the 
country was experiencing a severe labor 
shortage, and enforcement of immigra- 
tion laws, as it related to workers from 
Mexico, became lax. Illegal immigration 
from Mexico increased by 6,000 percent 
from 1944-1954. These laborers, like the 
Chinese, the Irish, and others before them, 
were willing to work for lower wages — 
it is estimated that the Rio Grande valley 
cotton growers were only paying about 
half the wages paid elsewhere in Texas. 

This led to the Eisenhower adminis- 
tration’s “Operation Wetback,” in which 
over one million illegal Mexican workers 
were forcibly repatriated to Mexico, in a 
joint effort by the United States Border 
Patrol and city, county, state, and federal 
authorities. 


Today's Immigration 

and Its Challenges 

In 1965, the Hart-Celler Act radically 
changed American immigration laws, abol- 
ishing the quota system. The law replaced 
the quotas with preferences based on fam- 
ily relationships. Potential immigrants who 
had relatives in the United States were 
given preference. Thus, once some immi- 
grants made it to the United States from 
places such as China, India, and Pakistan, 
they became part of what is commonly re- 
ferred to as “chain migration.” 

President John F. Kennedy initially 
proposed this radical change in immigra- 
tion policy. Democratic consultant Pat- 
rick Reddy praised the Kennedys for this 
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change in 1998: “The 1965 Immigration 
Reform Act promoted by President Ken- 
nedy, drafted by Attorney General Robert 
Kennedy, and pushed through the Senate 
by Ted Kennedy has resulted in a wave 
of immigration from the Third World that 
should shift the nation in a more liberal 
direction within a generation. It will go 
down as the Kennedy family’s greatest gift 
to the Democratic Party.” 

The law dramatically increased immi- 
gration — legal and illegal. By the 1980s, 
a new federal law was passed to deal with 
the situation — the Immigration Reform 
and Control Act. The law gave amnesty to 
about three million illegal aliens already in 
the country, with the government promis- 
ing to curtail future illegal immigration. 
Since the government did not keep this 
promise or many other promises in regard 
to subsequent amnesties, amnesty support- 
ers today have a very difficult time con- 
vincing anti-amnesty Americans that the 
government would do anything to restrict 
future illegal immigration. About three 
million people, mostly from Mexico, re- 
ceived the amnesty. For the first time, the 
law prescribed penalties for employers 
who hired illegal aliens. 

Instead of stemming the tide of illegal 
immigration, the numbers have only in- 
creased dramatically. Legal Mexican im- 
migrant totals neared eight million in 2000. 
Estimates of the numbers of illegal im- 
migrants is placed at 12 to 20 million (80 
percent from Mexico), with many believ- 
ing it is closer to 30 million. No one knows 
for sure, but about one-fifth of the formerly 
Mexican population now lives within the 
borders of the United States. 

These immigrants share many of the 
characteristics of other immigrants in 
American history. Many come for eco- 
nomic opportunity, and add economic vi- 
brancy to neighborhoods that had deterio- 
rated and business areas of cities that had 
also declined economically. They are ac- 
cused of driving down wages, introducing 
crime (the immigrants of the late 19th and 
early 20th century were also charged with 
the rise of ethnic gangs in urban America), 
and speaking foreign languages, much to 
the resentment of many Americans. 

They also tend, like their predecessors, 
to vote for the “party of government,” the 
party that provides more social programs. 
Despite claims that these Hispanic immi- 
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Much like today, this immigrant voting bloc began to change the 
political demographics of the country, especially in certain states, 
such as Massachusetts and New York. 


grants are “natural conservatives” because 
they are hard workers and have devotion 
to family, the reality is that, for the major- 
ity, government social-program availabil- 
ity trumps social conservatism when they 
enter the voting booth. 

The millions of immigrants from south- 
ern and eastern Europe also tended to vote 
Democrat. (In 1928, Democrat Al Smith 
of New York carried the 12 largest cities 
of the United States, despite losing by a 
large margin to Republican candidate Her- 
bert Hoover.) These immigrants and their 
descendants provided the foundation for 
Democratic Party hegemony for a genera- 
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A world apart? Illegal immigration is associated in the minds of many with Mexico. Here, we 


tion of American politics. But by the end 
of the 1960s, as a result of the Democratic 
Party’s lurch to the left, the immigrants’ 
disatisfaction with the Vietnam War, and 
their gradual assimilation during the 40 
years of scant immigration, the Democrat 
run was ending. The Republicans, start- 
ing in 1968, won five of the next six elec- 
tions, ending with Bill Clinton’s election 
in 1992. The Kennedy family’s immigra- 
tion law “gift” to the Democratic Party, 
combined with the Republican Party’s 
own liberal drift with candidates such as 
the Bushes, Bob Dole, John McCain, and 
Mitt Romney, had begun to do its own 
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see two men scaling a border fence. Mexican immigrants have tended to be slower to assimilate, 
largely because, unlike European and Asian immigrants of yesteryear, their “old country” is just 


next door, not across an ocean. 
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A country is not just an area marked ona map. It possesses a 
national identity or an ideal based on acommon culture and values. 
If immigration from other cultures is large enough, it can change the 


culture of the country. 


work. Since the Republicans’ presidential 
victory in 1988, the Democrats have domi- 
nated presidential elections. 

But there are important differences 
between these post-1965 immigrants 
and their predecessors. As Pat Buchanan 
points out in The Death of the West, “Un- 
like the immigrants of old, who bade fare- 
well forever to their native lands when 
they boarded the ship, for Mexicans, the 
mother country is right next door. Mil- 
lions have no desire to learn English or 
to become citizens. America is not their 
home; Mexico is; and they wish to remain 
proud Mexicans. They have come to work. 
Rather than assimilate, they create Little 
Tijuanas in U.S. cities, just as Cubans 
have created a Little Havana in Miami. 
Only America hosts twenty times as many 
people of Mexican descent as of Cuban 
descent. With their own radio and TV sta- 


tions, newspapers, films, and magazines, 
the Mexican Americans are creating an 
Hispanic culture separate and apart from 
America’s larger culture. They are becom- 
ing a nation within a nation.” 

As Buchanan so aptly wrote, a country 
is not just an area marked on a map. It pos- 
sesses a national identity or an ideal based 
on a common culture and values. If immi- 
gration from other cultures is large enough, 
it can change the culture of the country. 

This unfortunate situation also weak- 
ens American unity and patriotism. Large 
numbers of immigrants are actually dis- 
couraged from assimilating. This results 
in the decline of American national sover- 
eignty in the face of international institu- 
tions — the World Court, the World Trade 
Organization, the United Nations — which 
grow increasingly more powerful. When 
President Obama campaigned in 2008, he 
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Selling their votes: Immigrants have always made an impact upon American politics. Today, 
as we see with these protesters at the Supreme Court, some demand more immigration as 
the price of obtaining their votes. 


38 


AP Images 


promised the “transformation” of Ameri- 
ca. Recently speaking to a group of newly 
naturalized Americans, he commented that 
they were an important part of creating the 
“new” America he envisioned. 

As America becomes increasingly di- 
vided along ethnic lines, the ideal of a 
United States of America becomes increas- 
ingly more difficult to achieve. Union of 
America with other nations becomes in- 
creasingly easier to achieve if a large num- 
ber of residents simply have no allegiance 
to the United States and the constitutional 
Republic we have long enjoyed. 

“The extraordinarily high rate of immi- 
gration, legal and illegal, into the United 
States is an indication that our country 
is doing something right,” wrote Tom 
Woods. “Currently, half the world’s im- 
migrants come to the United States.” 

Yet, to hear the Left tell it, America is 
populated mostly by bigots and haters. 
Why would so many of the world’s people 
want to come to a country that hates them 
so much? 

Woods asked whether we will “be 
more or less free after even two more 
generations of immigration the size and 
composition of recent decades. That im- 
migrants and the American bureaucracy 
that serves them will become yet another 
pressure group, clamoring for privileges 
and benefits in Washington, can scarcely 
be doubted.” 

He continued, zeroing in on the prob- 
lem we now face: “In order to destroy 
the cultural and ethnic cohesion that acts 
as a bulwark against its expansion, the 
state has a history of engaging in deliber- 
ate demographic scrambling. When this 
forced integration inevitably produces 
animosity, the state is all too eager to im- 
pose order on a chaos of its own creation.” 

Wood concludes, “A facile advocacy of 
open borders gives the central state exact- 
ly what it wants; the chance to supersede 
the preferences of property owners, and to 
provide the pretext for further encroach- 
ments on local and individual liberty.” 

Americans have always had immigra- 
tion, with periods of time to absorb these 
new immigrants. It is undeniable that 
immigration has given the United States 
many blessings, but also many challeng- 
es. That is why Americans have always 
been both hot and cold toward increased 
immigration. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Mother Suffers Heart 
Attack After Break-in 


NewsChannell0.com (CBS46) reported 
out of Dekalb County, Georgia, on Janu- 
ary 15 that a woman suffered a heart attack 
after her son killed two men who broke 
in to their house. Twenty-eight-year-old 
Timoteo Hernandez was home with his 
mother, 51-year-old Ramona Derossette, 
who was visiting from Tennessee. Her- 
nandez told CBS46 that his mother had 
just cooked chili and that they were sitting 
down for dinner when they heard some- 
one knock on the front door. Hernandez 
opened the door and was immediately 
pistol-whipped by one of two men stand- 
ing outside. The men had fake badges, and 
authorities believe they were pretending to 
be police officers in order to break in to 
unsuspecting victims’ houses. 

Hernandez said, “When I opened the 
door, these two guys stormed in with 
guns and started pistol-whipping me and 
took me to the ground.” He lay injured on 
the ground as the two armed men barged 
into the house in what was a brazen and 
violent home invasion. One of the men 
chased after the mother, who tried fleeing, 
and began brutally beating her with his 
pistol. Hernandez described the attack on 
his mother for CBS46: “He started pistol 
whipping and kicking her in the side.” 

One of the attackers grabbed Hernan- 
dez and forced him through the house at 
gunpoint. The armed attacker then shoved 
Hernandez to the floor in a guest bedroom, 
pointed his gun at Hernandez’ head, and 
demanded money. Fortunately, Hernandez 
had taken out his father’s old hunting rifle 
for cleaning prior to the home invasion and 
it was readily accessible. Hernandez was 
able to grab the rifle and opened fire on the 
intruders. Hernandez proved to have good 
aim, as his bullets found their mark, fatally 
injuring both suspects. One of the intruders 
fled the house and collapsed on the neigh- 
bor’s yard, where he was pronounced dead 
from a chest wound. The second injured 
suspect fled in a car, but later collapsed 
in the parking lot of a nearby restaurant, 
where he was located by authorities. The 
second suspect would later succumb to his 
injuries in the hospital. Hernandez only 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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suffered minor injuries, which consisted 
of swelling to his face, but unfortunately, 
the stress of the invasion was too much for 
his mother, and she had a heart attack. “She 
suffered a heart attack after police officers 
arrived,” Hernandez told CBS46. The good 
news is that the mother is expected to re- 
cover. Hernandez expressed regret at the 
loss of life, but felt that he was left with no 
other choice: “TI feel like if I hadn’t had the 
gun in there, this whole news story would 
be about me and my mother being dead in 
this house.... I never want to hurt anybody 
like that, but they put me in a situation, and 
I only reacted to it.... It sucks that a man 
lost his life yesterday, but I had to protect 
my family.” 


Scared Off 


The ABC affiliate out of Savannah, Geor- 
gia, reported on January 16 about a break- 
in that involved a suspect with a long rap 
sheet. WJCL.com reported that Kim Lyle 
and her children were at home at the time 
of the break-in. It was in the middle of the 
night, and Lyle and her children were fast 
asleep. Lyle was jarred from her slumber 
by the sound of her back door chimes, ring- 
ing downstairs. Lyle immediately knew 
that there was an intruder in her house, 
and she quickly retrieved her firearm. She 
went to the top of her stairs and shouted 
down, “I am armed. And I will shoot.” She 
then ran to grab her phone and dialed 911. 
Lyle’s warning appeared to have scared 
off the intruder, who fled. A suspect was 
apprehended on the balcony of a nearby 
carriage house by arriving police. 

Lyle told WJCL that the break-in terri- 
fied her and that she was “shaking so bad. 
I mean someone was in my home, I was 
completely violated.” Lyle told WJCL. 
com, “I would have definitely shot him 
before I let him come up the stairs to my 
kids.” Within minutes, police arrived on 
the scene and discovered the suspect, 
54-year-old Nathaniel Snowton, in the vi- 
cinity. Snowton was placed under arrest. 
Chatham County court records reveal that 
he has been arrested previously for both 
theft and burglary. 

Lyle was furious when she learned that 
the suspect recently had been released 


after serving 12 months in prison. “He’s 
not even been out of jail 30 days,” she 
told WJCL.com. A clearly upset Lyle told 
WJCL that it is “not fair to the people 
that live here, that the system continues 
to process this man back onto our streets. 
He completely violated me and my space, 
and it’s horrible for me and my children.” 


Armed Employee 


The ABC affiliate out of Chicago re- 
ported on January 13 about an armed 
employee who thwarted a burglary of 
a T-Mobile store. The store, which is 
located in the high-crime South Side 
of the city, had been repeatedly robbed 
over the past few months. The previous 
crimes seem to have had the employees 
on edge because they were prepared 
when two armed men tried robbing the 
store this time. The two suspects entered 
the store, acting like regular customers 
browsing the phone selections, when 
they suddenly pulled out firearms and 
pointed them at the employees. One of 
the employees ran to the back to get help. 
The other employee pulled out his own 
firearm and began shooting at the sus- 
pects. The shooting happened so quickly 
that it appears the suspects were never 
even able to return any fire. The armed 
employee hit one of the suspects in the 
groin and arm, and the other suspect in 
the abdomen and arm. The injured rob- 
bers fled the store on foot, but the armed 
employee followed after them while si- 
multaneously calling the police and giv- 
ing authorities a description of the two 
suspects. The suspects were later picked 
up after checking in to a nearby medical 
facility. 

The manager of the store expressed 
gratitude for his employee’s actions and 
said that it might have been a different 
story if his employee wasn’t carrying a 
weapon with a concealed-carry license. “I 
think concealed carry is a great opportu- 
nity for managers, workers, employees to 
protect themselves in these cases. And our 
employee did a great job,” Neil Tadros, the 
store manager, told ABC 7. Mf 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Aiding China With the TPP 


ITEM: Agence France-Presse (AFP) re- 
ported on February 4, 2016, that with 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), 
the United States is seeking to counter 
China's “challenge to its supremacy.” 
Painting a glowing picture of TPP, the 
article — entitled “Biggest ever trade 
deal signed as US seeks to counter 
China” — said: 


The biggest trade deal in history 
was signed Thursday, yoking 12 Pa- 
cific rim countries in a US-led ini- 
tiative aimed at wresting influence 
from booming China. The ambitious 
Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP) 
aims to slash tariffs and trade bar- 
riers for an enormous 40 percent of 
the global economy — but pointedly 
does not include Beijing. 


President Obama is quoted in the article 
as saying, “TPP allows America — and 
not countries like China — to write the 
rules of the road in the 21st century,” in 
an obvious attempt to draw a battle line 
for economic dominance with China on 
one side and the U.S. on the other. 

After asserting, “The deal — whose 
birth was fraught by domestic opposition 
in the US and in other key players, such 
as Japan — is a key plank of Obama’s 
so-called ‘pivot’ to Asia, as he seeks to 
counter the rising power of China,” the 
AFP article goes on to say: 


Along with a rebalancing of the 
US military machine towards the 
western Pacific, the TPP is recogni- 
tion of the growing might of China, 
which has come to dominate the 
region, threatening American in- 
fluence. Supporters of the deal say 
harnessing the power of free trade in 
such a dynamic part of the world is 
vital if the US is to fend off China’s 
challenge to its supremacy. 


Reporting that “trade ministers from 
12 participating countries — Australia, 
Brunei, Canada, Chile, Japan, Malaysia, 
Mexico, New Zealand, Peru, Singapore, 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


CORmRec raw 
Fux 


Stuffed suits? Leaders of some of the Trans-Pacific Partnership countries gather at a summit 
in November 2015. Though President Obama has claimed that signing the TPP would give the 
United States an economic advantage over China, there’s no indication that claim is fact. 


the United States and Vietnam — signed 
the pact in Auckland early Thursday,” the 
article remarks that “Beijing was muted 
in its reaction to the deal, saying its offi- 
cials were studying the 6,000-page docu- 
ment. 
CORRECTION: So, the American voter is 
told, the United States must counter Chi- 
na’s “challenge to its supremacy,” must 
wrest “influence from booming China,” 
and must “counter the rising power of 
China” and “the growing might of China, 
which has come to dominate the region, 
threatening American influence.” To do 
all of that countering and wresting, the 
United States must sign on to and ratify 
the TPP. But it is supposed to accomplish 
much more than that. It is also supposed 
to create more jobs and prosperity for 
Americans, despite the fact that previous 
trade deals such as NAFTA were sup- 
posed to accomplish the same thing but 
resulted instead in the export of Ameri- 
can jobs. 

It’s a limited time offer, wrapped up 
in a high-pressure sales pitch. “This offer 
won’t last ladies and gentlemen, so you’d 


better act now!” But, will the TPP really 
allow the United States to counter Chi- 
na’s dominance and regain its place in the 
economic struggle? Not even close. 
China may yet join the TPP, President 
Obama’s bluff and bluster notwithstand- 
ing. According to an October 10, 2014 
article in the Diplomat, “In May 2013, 
China’s Commerce Ministry indicated 
that it was looking more seriously at the 
possibility of China joining the TPP.” So, 
while the American voter is told that the 
TPP will exclude China and allow the 
United States to place a check on China’s 
economic dominance, the reality is that 
China is considering joining the TPP. 
The TPP is indeed “the biggest trade 
deal in history,” but rather than exclud- 
ing China, the TPP is the very blueprint 
to further empower China. This “biggest 
trade deal in history” is not the final 
product, but is instead a building block 
toward an even bigger trade agreement 
that will include China, as well as Rus- 
sia. That agreement — the Free Trade 
Area of the Asia-Pacific (FTAAP) — 
will dwarf the TPP in the same way that 
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recent agreements such as the TPP have 
dwarfed NAFTA. 

As THE NEW AMERICAN pointed out in 
an online article in August 2013, the book 
Understanding the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship makes this clear. Chapter | includes 
the following admissions: 


Over time, the TPP is expected to 
evolve into a major integration ar- 
rangement covering most of the 
members of the Asia-Pacific Eco- 
nomic Cooperation (APEC) forum. 

The TPP is regarded as an interim 
arrangement or stepping stone to- 
ward a broader, regionwide 
Free Trade Area of the Asia 
Pacific (FTAAP), possibly 
within a decade, as envisaged 
by APEC leaders in Bogor [In- 
donesia] in November 1994 
and reaffirmed more recently 
by them in their meeting in 
Honolulu in November 2011. 
TPP negotiators are not only 
thinking about new countries 
joining the ongoing talks but 
also planning and construct- 
ing the trade pact with a view 
toward future linkages with 
other APEC members, includ- 
ing and especially China. 


Chapter 6 further drives the 
point home: “The current TPP 
architects envision building an 
eventual FTAAP on the compre- 
hensive foundations of the TPP 
accord, with other APEC coun- 
tries joining the pact in coming 
years.” 

And it should be emphasized 
that the plans to include China 
and expand the TPP into the 
FTAAP were not recent devel- 
opments as of 2013. 

The White House website in- 
cluded an official APEC press 
release, dated November 13, 
2010, which said: 


Based on the results of this 
work, we have agreed that 
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now is the time for APEC to trans- 
late FTAAP from an aspirational 
to a more concrete vision. To that 
end, we instruct APEC to take con- 
crete steps toward realization of an 
FTAAP, which is a major instru- 
ment to further APEC’s Regional 
Economic Integration (REI) agenda. 


Also important to note is that those plans 
have not changed. The Chinese Commu- 
nist Party newspaper Study Times ran an 
op-ed piece in October 2015 advocating 
for China’s eventual membership in the 
TPP. Far from disagreeing with the ob- 


Man on the street: Except among large corporations that largely 
helped write the TPP agreement, dissatisfaction with the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership is widespread because it eliminates countries’ 
sovereignty, removes environmental protections, and exempts some 
entities from laws. 


jectives and goals of the TPP, the Study 
Times article makes it clear that the TPP 
and Communist China are in lock step. 
“The rules of the TPP and the direction 
of China’s reforms and opening up are in 
line,” the article said, adding, “China is 
currently working with the US to discuss 
bilateral investment agreements in order 
to access the ‘national treatment before 
admission + Negative List’ mode as the 
basis for negotiations, in line with TPP 
requirements.” 

Perhaps the most revealing admission 
in the Study Times article is the fact that 
China, rather than planning to sit out 
the TPP, is merely biding 
time until everything is in 
place before joining: “China 
should keep paying close at- 
tention and at an appropri- 
ate time, in accordance with 
progress on domestic reform, 
join the TPP, while limiting 
the costs associated to the 
greatest degree.” 

So as President Obama 
and the mainstream media 
hold Chinese economic 
dominance up as the reason 
for the United States to rat- 
ify the TPP, and China plays 
coy about the agreement, the 
reality is that the TPP and 
its soon-to-be replacement, 
the FTAAP, are designed to 
do greater harm to both the 
American economy and sov- 
ereignty while benefiting 
China at our expense. 

There is hope, though. 
Even with the signing of the 
agreement by representatives 
of all countries involved, the 
TPP still faces ratification. If 
it fails in the United States, 
it is essentially dead in the 
water. No wonder the powers 
that be are pushing so hard. 
Concerned Americans need 
to demand that their senators 
and congressmen vote against 
ratification. Hi 

— C. MITCHELL SHAW 
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Monumental Audacity — Obama’s Western Land Grab 


mental militants exulting 

and Western farmers, ranch- 
ers, and property owners fuming, 
President Obama has locked up 
1.8 million acres by executive fiat, 
with the stroke of a pen. Millions 
more acres are planned to follow, 
part of the Obama administra- 
tion’s boast to use “audacious ex- 
ecutive actions” — read unconsti- 
tutional usurpations — to advance 
his radical “transformative” agen- 
da during his last months in office. 

While in California on a fund- 
raising expedition, President 
Obama took time on February 12 
to sign an executive order proclaiming three new national monu- 
ments, imposing the strictest of federal restrictions on 1.8 mil- 
lion acres of the Golden State. The three new illegally created 
monuments are Mojave Trails National Monument (1.6 million 
acres), the Sand to Snow National Monument (154,000 acres), 
and the Castle Mountains National Monument (21,000 acres). 

“In addition to permanently protecting incredible natural re- 
sources, wildlife habitat and unique historic and cultural sites, 
and providing recreational opportunities for a burgeoning re- 
gion, the monuments will support climate resiliency in the re- 
gion,” the White House said in a statement. 

However, the designation as monuments means that these 
areas will be off-limits to mining and mineral exploration, oil 
and gas drilling, grazing, timber harvest, and even many of the 
current recreational uses of camping, hiking, hunting, fishing, 
horseback riding, and off-road vehicle usage that the public pre- 
viously enjoyed. But that’s OK, because it’s all in the greater 
interest, allegedly, of “protecting” the environment and combat- 
ing global warming. 

As this is being written, the administration’s WhiteHouse.gov 
website opens with a beautiful desert landscape photo, with this 
greeting emblazoned on the desert sky: “Find Your Park — Amer- 
ica’s Newest National Monuments — President Obama designat- 
ed three new national monuments in the California desert. He has 
now protected more land and water than any president in history.” 

This is but the latest salvo in President Obama’s planned 
lockup of hundreds of millions of acres, which we first exposed 
in THE NEW AMERICAN Six years ago. In a 2010 article, TNA’s 
Joe Wolverton reported on a secret 21-page Obama memo re- 
vealed by South Carolina Senator Jim DeMint, which identified 
14 pieces of land that “might be good candidates” for unilateral 
executive land grabs utilizing the Antiquities Act. In the past two 
years, Obama has been especially aggressive in using executive 
orders to implement these planned lockups. 

On January 13, 2016, Obama’s chief of staff, Denis Mc- 


na move that has environ- 
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Donough, bluntly forecast the 
“audacious” actions to come. 
Speaking to reporters, Mc- 
Donough announced: “We’ll do 
audacious executive action over 
the course of the rest of the year. 
I’m confident of that.... We do 
want to make sure that the execu- 
tive actions we undertake are not 
left hanging out there, subject to 
Congress undoing them.” 

President Obama has repeated- 
ly stated his intention to legislate 
by executive order from the Oval 
Office if Congress doesn’t rubber- 
stamp his every whim as law. And 
he has proceeded to make good on 
that threat, issuing unconstitutional orders on illegal-alien am- 
nesty, temporary worker visas, gun control, draconian environ- 
mental regulations, and much more. 

Declaring national monuments is a very important component 
of his plan for “audacious” executive action. “In his seven years 
in office, Obama has established 22 national monuments and 
expanded others to set aside more than 265 million acres of land 
and water,” noted the UPI news service on February 13. 

And he’s not through yet. Among the additional targets in the 
federal cross hairs is the proposed mammoth Owyhee Canyon- 
lands National Monument in eastern Oregon, encompassing much 
of the land where the recent conflict erupted that culminated in the 
shooting death of Arizona rancher LaVoy Finicum by federal and 
state law enforcement and the arrest of Nevada rancher Cliven 
Bundy and his sons Ammon and Ryan. The Owyhee Canyonlands 
proposal would lock up 2.5 million acres, an enormous chunk of 
Oregon the size of Yellowstone National Park, and would effec- 
tively kill cattle ranching in the area, the only viable economic 
activity in the region since the federal government killed all the 
timber/wood products industries by closing down the national for- 
ests, using various specious environmental concerns. 

The Obama administration and its “green” allies are pushing 
audaciously and relentlessly now because they are well aware of 
the mounting anger and resistance to tyrannical federal controls. 
This is most acutely felt— and emphatically expressed — in the 
Western states, where the federal bootprint is largest and heavi- 
est, and where efforts are maturing to wrest the “public lands” 
from federal control and transfer them to the states, where, con- 
stitutionally, control belongs. 

It is time for the American people to insist that their repre- 
sentatives in Congress stand up to the president, take back “all 
legislative powers herein granted” (U.S. Constitution, Article 
1, Section 1), limit executive orders to their original executive- 
branch “housekeeping” functions, void the vast majority of previ- 
ous orders, and stop this audacious, mad rush toward tyranny. 
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Q) Check OVISA Q) Discover oe 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 100 20002000 000 
LL) American Express VISAMC/Discover American Express 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (MasterCard A 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call 160307 


Signature 


MANAGEMENT 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


